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ABSTRACT
The main purpose of this study is to analyse the 
archaeological materials recovered from two sites in Brunei - Kupang 
and Sungai Lumut . The emphasis is mainly on the locally-produced 
earthenware pottery, and to a lesser extent on the 10th-17th century 
imported ceramics. Certain aspects of the local pottery, particularly 
fabrics, decoration and vessel types are analysed in this preliminary 
attempt. Also, a comparative study is made between the Kupang local 
pottery and other assemblages from Sarawak, Malaya and Hong Kong.
This comparison yields a distribution pattern of closely related local 
pottery which covers an area that extends from Borneo to South China, 
in a period roughly contemporary with the Sung to early Ming periods.
A hypothesis stressing contacts through trade is put forward 
to explain the distribution of this local pottery, since it is always 
associated with imported ceramics of Chinese and Siamese origin. This 
hypothesis is further justified by historical records and ethnographic 
evidence.
A general survey of the distributions of Chinese and Siamese 
trade ceramics (of Sung-Ming dates) in Southeast Asia is also attempted 
here, and there is a possibility that some types of local earthenwares 
were involved in this trade, perhaps as containers for the transport of 
Borneo products.
In short, this study attempts to use archaeological data for 
the illumination of historical events.
xii
1PART I: INTRODUCTION
CHAPTER T; A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE BRUNEI SULTANATE
Brunei is a small Malay Sultanate in northwest Borneo, flanked
by the two big neighbouring states of Sarawak in the west and Sabah in
the east. The Sultanate is believed to be one of the most ancient in
the Malay Archipelago, and was possibly referred to in early Chinese
1 2accounts as P'o-ni or P'o-li . A reference to "Buruneng" which occurs 
in a Javanese source of 1361 A.D. may also refer to Brunei (Brown 
1970:132).
The Chinese accounts record that close relations between 
P'o-ni and China had been established since the 10th century. These 
accounts mention that in 977 the King of P'o-ni sent envoys with tribute 
to the Court of China (Groeneveldt 1887:230). Similar missions were 
sent subsequently in 1370, 1405 and 1425 (Groeneveldt 1887:231-232, 234). 
However, no particular reference was made by those records to trading 
relations between the two countries, although archaeologically much 
evidence suggesting such activities during the Sung (960-1279 A.D.) 
and the Ming (1369-1644 A.D.) periods has been encountered at several 
sites in Brunei. After 1425 relations between Brunei and China were 
no longer mentioned in Chinese records. The events that took place 
after this date are recorded mainly in European sources and to a certain 
extent from archaeological interpretations and reconstructions.
1. P'o-ni was first mentioned by the Chinese in the 9th century 
according to Brown (1970:132) who quoted Pelliot (1904,
4:287 note 2, 296 note 2).
2. P'o-li was first mentioned in Chinese records of the 7th century.
Sir Roland Braddell (1949a; 1949b) identified it with Borneo.
But some authors have identified P'o-li with Bali or with other 
places in Sumatra and in the Malay Peninsula. For detailed 
identifications see the names of authors listed by Wolters 
(1967: 169, 197-205).
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3Apart from its early contacts with China, Brunei was also
perhaps affected by influences from the Indianized states of Western
Indonesia and Malaya. Although the Indianization of other regions of
Southeast Asia, which took place as early as the 1st century A.D., is 
3
well-documented , we still have no clear picture for the operation of
this process in Brunei. For other parts of Borneo, or Barhinadvipa
according to Indian texts, there is evidence suggesting the presence
4of at least some Indian influence . At Muara Kanam, in the district 
of Kutei in Indonesian Borneo, several Hindu instriptions have been 
found which date back to the 5th century A.D. (Vlekke 1967: 21-22).
In Sarawak, at a place called Bongkisam (Santubong), excavations have 
revealed a Buddhist Tantric Shrine with a number of golden objects 
which may date as early as the 8th or 9th century A.D. (Harrisson & 
O'Connor 1967;1969). In Limbang, not far from Bandar Seri Begawan, 
the Capital of Brunei, a hoard of gold "Indian" ornaments (Harrisson 
1969a) and a stone figure of a Hindu deity have been found. The date 
of the latter is estimated to range between the 13th and 15th centuries 
(Harrisson 1949; 1955b). It is therefore likely, despite the absence
of archaeological evidence, that Brunei received some Indian influences 
at this time.
Like the evidence for Indianized influence, uncertainty has 
also shadowed the arrival of Islam in Brunei. Western historians were 
once of the opinion that Islam spread to Brunei from Malacca in the 
16th century . But this date has been pushed at least one century 
earlier by a local historian who believes Brunei first adopted Islam 
in the early 15th century with the conversion of its first Sultan .
3. The works of Majumdar (1955) and of Coedes (1968) are among the 
best on the subject.
4. For information see Harrisson (1949;1955b); Hall (1968:37); 
Vlekke (1967:21-22); Harrisson & O'Connor (1967; 1969);
Coedes (1968: 52-53).
5. To mention a few; Hall (1968:207, 213); Tarling (1966: 44).
6. According to the Genealogy of the Sultans of Brunei, refined by 
Pehin Jamil, published in BRUNEI (1968:17). Also see Pehin 
Jamil (1977).
4I prefer a much earlier date again, say around the 13th century . Such an 
earlier date might also be supported by the finding of a Muslim Chinese 
tombstone dated to 1264 in Bandar Seri Begawan (Franke & Ch'en 1973).
When Malacca fell into the hands of the Portuguese in the early 
16th century, Brunei became an important centre and experienced something 
of a Golden Age. It was during this period that trade between Brunei and 
China and other Southeast Asian countries flourished. Sultan Bolkiah, who 
was in power at this time, built up a big empire for Brunei embracing the 
present-day Sarawak and Sabah, the Sultanate of Pontianak in the present- 
day Indonesian Borneo and some parts of the Philippines. The splendour 
of the Brunei Sultanate was recorded by Pigafetta, the Italian who 
accompanied Magellan in his voyage around the world, when he visited 
Brunei in the 16th century. According to him, in 1521 there were some 
25,000 (?)^ families in Brunei Town. Brunei Town here is thought to be 
Kota Batu.
7. It is not impossible that Islam spread to Brunei around this date. 
The History of the Sung Dynasty (Sung-Shih) quotes the letter sent 
by King Hiang-ta of P'o-ni in 977 to the Emperor of China which 
mentions a Chinese merchant called P'u Lu-hsieh who arrived in 
P'o-ni in that year (Groeneveldt 1887:230. P'u Lu-hsieh, according 
to Purcell (1951:25), stands for Abu-Ali. The above extract 
suggests that Muslim traders from China were visiting Brunei, and 
they may have been subsequently responsible for the introduction
of Islam. Monumental evidence for the acceptance of Islam in other 
parts of Southeast Asia has been found in Phan-rang (Champa) dated 
to 1036, Leran (Java) dated to 1082, Pasai (Sumatra) dated to 1297 
and Trengganu (the Malay Peninsula) dated to 1303. For full 
discussions see Fatimi (1963:29-36, 38-50, 60-64). Besides the 
above evidence, there are historical accounts which mention Islam 
in the countries of Southeast Asia in slightly earlier periods 
(Ibid: 38, 52-53, 56, 68-69).
8. The figure is probably exaggerated, and Pigafetta might have 
misheard ratus (hundred) for ribu (thousand), in which case his 
figure (2,500 or twenty five hundred families) would be 
reasonable. See Nicholl's footnote (1975:3).
5The glory of the Brunei Sultanate, unfortunately, was short­
lived. In spite of its friendly relations with the Portuguese, it was 
twice attacked by the Spaniards from the Philippines who evinced an 
active interest in Brunei affairs. After the end of the 16th century 
Brunei was too weak to maintain control over its outlying dependencies. 
Many of its dependencies in other parts of Borneo came under the control 
of the Dutch and the Sultanate of Sulu. By the end of the 18th century 
the Brunei Sultanate had been reduced to an area comprising the present- 
day Sarawak, Brunei and the western part of Sabah. Moreover, internal 
problems were acute; piracy and anarchy were prevalent along the 
coasts and in the outlying parts of the Sultanate. It was against this 
background that Britain intervened in the affairs of northern Borneo 
after 1839. The person who played the most important role in this 
activity was James Brooke, who assisted the local ruler to crush an 
uprising at Kuching. In return for his services, Sarawak was ceded to 
James (later Sir James) Brooke who was officially installed as Raja of 
Sarawak in 1841. Later in 1846 the Island of Labuan was ceded to 
Britain as a base for anti-piracy campaigns and as an intermediate 
bunkering port for steamships on the run from Singapore to Hong Kong.
In 1877 the whole of the northern portion of Borneo was ceded to the 
British North Borneo Company (Tate 1971:180). Further cessions were 
made at various later dates which eventually reduced the territories 
of Brunei to their present circumscribed limits.
In 1888, at a time when the colonial scramble in Southeast 
Asia was nearing its climax, the British Government declared a British 
Protectorate over Brunei (Fisher 1964:669). An Agreement was signed 
by Brunei and Britain in 1906 whereby the Sultan had to accept and act 
upon the advice of a British Resident appointed by the British 
Government, in all matters except those concerning the Islamic faith.
Not very long after the Agreement a form of Government was 
set up under the Sultan in Council and the British Resident. In 1941, 
Brunei was occupied by the Japanese Forces, but was liberated in 1945
6by the Allied Forces. Immediately after the Japanese defeat Brunei was
placed under British Military Administration, and in 1946 the Government
was formally handed over to the Civil Authorities. In 1959 Britain
granted Brunei internal independence which meant the former powers of
the Resident were transferred to, and divided among, the Sultan and
9appointed officials beneath him . Defence and external affairs of 
Brunei were still wholly in the hands of the British. The British 
Government was represented in the State by the High Commissioner who 
acted as a channel of communication between Brunei, Britain and other 
foreign countries.
ARCHAEOLOGY IN BRUNEI
The sources of Brunei history in the period of its intercourse 
with Europeans are readily accessible in various Institutions in Europe, 
especially Britain"*”*“1. But sources for the period before contact are 
almost non-existent. Apart from fragmentary Chinese records, there are 
only oral traditions or written materials of a late date that describe 
these earlier periods. The traditions are, in certain contexts, 
controversial and complex, particularly in the identifications of places 
or people in a wider Southeast Asian context. I am not suggesting that 
such controversial sources are of little value for reconstructing the 
early history of Brunei, but I prefer, in the light of the uncertainties, 
to depend heavily on archaeology as a means for recovering primary data 
on the Brunei past.
9. The granting of internal independence and the establishment of 
various Councils are some of the provisions of the Brunei 
Constitution of 1959 (Brunei Annual Report 1959si).
10. Most sources for Brunei history since the arrival of the British 
are deposited in the Public Records Office in London, the Colonial 
Office, and the Foreign Office.
7However, for wider interpretations, historical records and 
archaeological evidence are equally important and dependent on each 
other for attaining their respective aims. This is especially true 
for Brunei. Since the early part of Brunei history is poorly 
documented, and since extensive archaeological work for the near 
future has already been planned^, co-operation between historians 
and archaeologists in unfolding the hidden part of Brunei history is 
necessary.
Archaeology is a new discipline in Brunei. Introduced about
25 years ago, it has been associated closely with the development of
the Brunei Museum. The first excavation in Brunei was conducted at 
12Kota Batu in 1952/53 by the late Tom Harrisson, and the report on 
this site (Harrisson and Harrisson 1956) encouraged the Government of 
Brunei in setting up a museum. However, it was not until 1965 that the 
Museum had its own temporary building and became responsible for its own 
administration (Brunei Museum Report 1965-1970:36). In 1970 the Museum 
moved its present permanent building on the historical site of Kota Batu, 
about 3 miles from Bandar Seri Begawan.
Since the excavation of Kota Batu, minor diggings, or what may 
correctly be termed "rescue work" or "trial excavations", have been 
carried out at various sites throughout the State by the members of the 
Archaeology Section of the Brunei Museum. However, no reports on these 
activities were published before 1969, when a paper on the finds from 
the Sungai Lumut excavation in 1968 appeared in the Brunei Museum 
Journal (Harrisson & Shariffuddin 1969). In 1974, I did an excavation on 
a site called Tun Amas, but the report has not been published yet.
11. The Brunei Museum has a plan for starting extensive archaeological 
excavations at Kota Batu in 2-3 years to come.
12. Kota Batu was supposed to be the ancient Capital of Brunei.
8One of the main reasons why excavations were not actively 
carried out in Brunei during those years was that Brunei had no local 
fully trained archaeologist who was competent enough to carry out 
well-controlled scientific excavations. The excavations that I have 
done recently at two sites - Kupang and Sungai Lumut, are the first 
well-controlled excavations to be conducted in Brunei. The report 
on these excavations will be the central theme of this thesis. My 
special emphasis will be on an analysis of pottery from Kupang, 
particularly the local earthenware which seems to be closely related 
to that found at various sites in Sarawak, Malaya and possibly Hong 
Kong. The Sungai Lumut Chinese ceramics have also been analysed, but 
not in too much detail since the most interesting aspect of this site 
lies not in its ceramic types but rather on the manner in which they 
were deposited in the ground. This evidence will be used in refuting 
the theory put forward earlier that Sungai Lumut was a 15th century 
burial ground. In the conclusion I will offer suggestions regarding 
the sites and try to place them in the wider perspective of Brunei 
hi story.
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Figure 2. Map of Kampong Kupang showing the excavation site.
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PART I I :  KUPANG
CHAPTER I I :  THE SITE
The s i t e  of  Kupang I s  l o c a t e d  i n  Kampong'*' Kupang, Brunei/Muara
D i s t r i c t ,  about  3 m i le s  u p r i v e r  from Bandar S e r i  Begawan. Kampong Kupang
i s  combined wi th  t h e  two a d j a c e n t  Kampongs o f  P u ta t  and Kasat  to  form a 
2l a r g e  mukirn , named Mukim Kasat and P u t a t .
The p r e s e n t  Kampong Kupang i s  a small  v i l l a g e  which covers  an 
a rea  of  about  4 h e c t a r e s  on t h e  bank of  t h e  Mendaun R iv e r ,  a t r i b u t a r y  
o f  t h e  Brunei  R iv e r .  The v i l l a g e  i s  e a s i l y  r e a c h a b le  by r i v e r  and th e  
motor boa t  i s  t h e  most common form of  t r a n s p o r t  u sed .  I t  can a l s o  be 
reached  by u n sea le d  secondary roads  t h a t  a r e  almost  unusab le  du r ing  th e  
wet season .
S ince  t h e  Mendaun River  i s  an im p o r ta n t  r o u t e  l i n k in g  Bandar 
S e r i  Begawan w i th  t h e  Temburong D i s t r i c t  of  Brunei and Limbang i n  Sarawak, 
motor b o a t s  and o t h e r  forms of  r i v e r  t r a n s p o r t  pass  f r e q u e n t l y  and s u b je c t  
t h e  r i v e r  f r o n t a g e  of  Kampong Kupang to  con t inuous  e r o s io n  by wave a c t i o n .  
This  i s  worsened by seasona l  h igh  t i d e s  t h a t  may even f lood  t h e  v i l l a g e  
and wash away s o i l .  The Kupang s i t e  was d i s c o v e re d  by t h e  f in d in g  of  
p o t s h e r d s  erod ing  from th e  r i v e r b a n k  f o r  about  150 m e t res  a d j a c e n t  to  t h e  
v i l l a g e .  This  e r o s i o n a l  p ro ces s  does not  apply  to  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  th e  
Mendaun River  banks because  th e y  a r e  p r o t e c t e d  by t h i c k l y  growing Nipah 
palms ( Nipa f r u t i c a n s ), and Kupang was p robab ly  s e l e c t e d  fo r  s e t t l e m e n t  
because  i t  i s  on ly  h e r e  t h a t  dry  s o i l  a c t u a l l y  ex tends  to  t h e  r i v e r  bank 
w i th o u t  i n t e r v e n i n g  e s t u a r i n e  swamps.
The Kupang s i t e  was brought to  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  th e  Brunei 
Museum l a t e  in  1974 when a few sherds  o f  Chinese  S tonewares and
1 .
2 .
"Kampong" i n  Eng l ish  means v i l l a g e .
"Mukim" i s  a c l u s t e r  of  v i l l a g e s  under  t h e  headmanship of  a 
pen q h u lu .
11
p o r c e l a i n s ,  t o g e t h e r  w i th  ea r thenw ares  o f  l o c a l  manufac tu re ,  were 
c o l l e c t e d  and handed over  to  t h e  Museum by a s t a f f  member. This  was 
im media te ly  fol lowed  w i th  a v i s i t  by a Museum p a r t y ,  and rescue  
c o l l e c t i n g  has s in c e  been c a r r i e d  ou t  on t h e  s i t e .  Up t o  t h e  middle 
o f  1977 more than  10 thousand f ragments  o f  p o t t e r y  were c o l l e c t e d  
from a s t r e t c h  of  r i v e r b a n k  on ly  40-50 me tres  long .  The sherds  were 
r eco rd ed  accord ing  to  l o c a t i o n s  w i th i n  a g r i d  of  10 x 40m. However, 
t h e  q u a n t i t i e s  t h a t  have been c o l l e c t e d  so f a r  r e p r e s e n t  only a small  
p e r c e n t a g e  of  t h e  whole sample v i s i b l e .  Bes ides  c e ra m ics ,  q u i t e  a 
number o f  Chinese  c o i n s ,  beads and animal bones were a l s o  encoun te red .
In  l a t e  1977 and i n  e a r l y  1978, t h e  s i t e  was excavated fo r  
t h e  f i r s t  t ime by members of  t h e  Archaeology S e c t io n ,  Brunei Museum, 
under  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of  mysel f  and P e t e r  Bellwood.  The work s t a r t e d  on 
17th  December 1977 and ended on 2 1 s t  January  1978. Three small t r e n c h e s  
were l a i d  out  i n  a r e a s  s p e c i f i e d  by t h e  v i l l a g e r s  a f t e r  d i f f i c u l t  
n e g o t i a t i o n s .  Some of  t h e  v i l l a g e r s  were q u i t e  r e l u c t a n t  to  g ive  us 
t h e  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  r e g a rd in g  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of  ex ca v a t io n  a rea s  mainly  
because  they  f ea red  f u r t h e r  e r o s i o n .  My i n i t i a l  p la n  was to  l a y  out  
t r e n c h e s  q u i t e  c l o s e  to  t h e  r i v e r  bank,  but  t h i s  i d e a  met with  prompt 
o p p o s i t i o n .  The t r e n c h e s  f i n a l l y  l a i d  ou t  were d e s ig n a t e d  Kupang I (K I ) ,  
Kupang I I  (K I I ) and Kupang I I I  (K I I I ) .
During t h e  whole p e r io d  of  e xca va t ion  t h e  wea the r  was poor ,  
and c o n s t a n t  r a i n s  de layed  our  work.  On c e r t a i n  o c c a s io n s  we had to  
s to p  work f o r  a few days to  al low t h e  t r e n c h e s  to  dry  o u t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
when t h e  w a te r  t a b l e  r o s e  very  h igh  and f i l l e d  them. I t  seemed unwise 
to  co n t in u e  work on t h e  w ate r logged  t r e n c h e s  w i th o u t  a d ry ing  pe r io d  
as t h e  t r am p l in g  of  f e e t  would d i s t u r b  t h e  s t r a t i g r a p h y  and damage 
a r t e f a c t s .
TRENCH K I (See F ig u re s  2 & 3)
This t r e n c h  was l o c a t e d  between t r e n c h e s  I I  and I I I ,  and was 
4 . 5  m e t res  long by 1 .5  wide.  I t  was excavated  to  a dep th  of  60 cms, and
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q u a n t i t i e s  of  im por ted  ce ramics  and l o c a l  ea r thenw ares  were found from 
to p  to  bottom. The w ate r  t a b l e  began to  appear a t  t h e  40 cm. l e v e l  and 
t h i s  f i n a l l y  stopped e x c a v a t i o n s .  I dec ided  to  s top  when w ate r  
p e r s i s t e n t l y  i n t e r r u p t e d  our t a s k ,  w i th o u t  reac h ing  s t e r i l e  s o i l .  I t  
was observed  t h a t  t h e  small  f i n d s ,  such as c o in s ,  bronze  wares and beads 
were p r e s e n t  from t h e  30 cm. l e v e l  downwards. Compared to  K I I  and 
K I I I ,  t h i s  was t h e  r i c h e s t  t r e n c h ,  w i th  a t o t a l  of  2270 ceramic 
f ragm en ts .
S t r a t i g r a p h i c a l l y ,  t h r e e  l a y e r s  were d i s t i n g u i s h e d  in  th e  
n o r t h e r n  w all  o f  t h e  t r e n c h .  The top  l a y e r ,  about  15-20 cms. t h i c k ,  
was of  b la ck  s i l t y  sand,  fo l lowed benea th  by a t h i n  l a y e r  of  s h e l l -
3
midden compris ing t h r e e  s p e c ie s  of  s h e l l f i s h .  Immedia tely  below t h i s  
l a y e r  was more b la ck  s i l t y  sand.  There may have been o t h e r  l a y e r s  
p r e s e n t  w i th i n  t h e  top  and bottom l a y e r s ,  bu t  because  the y  were of  
un i fo rm  c o lou r  i t  was im p o ss ib l e  to  r e c o g n i s e  any f u r t h e r  d i v i s i o n s .  
F o r t u n a t e l y  t h e  s h e l l  l a y e r  was a d i s t i n c t i v e  f e a t u r e  w i th  a w e l l -  
d e f in e d  boundary,  and t h i s  a s s i s t e d  me in  an u n d e r s t a n d in g  of  th e  
o v e r a l l  s t r a t i g r a p h y  of  t h e  t r e n c h .  This  s h e l l  l a y e r  had a s teep  
downward s lo p e  i n  t h e  w es te rn  s e c t i o n  of  t h e  t r e n c h ,  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  
p re s e n c e  of  a deep p i t .  There were a l s o  s igns  o f  d i s t u r b a n c e  a t  t h e  
e a s t e r n  end.  The i m p l i c a t i o n  h e r e  i s  t h a t  both  ends of  th e  t r e n c h  were 
d i s t u r b e d ,  an i m p l i c a t i o n  suppor ted  by t h e  mixing of  Sung, Ming and 
Ch’ing  she rds  in  t h e s e  a r e a s .
In  t h e  middle  p a r t  o f  t h e  t r e n c h  th e  ce ramics  recovered  
showed more c o n s i s t e n c y  in  d a t e  and l e v e l .  Also p r e s e n t  in K I were 
i r o n  s l a g ,  damar gum, fauna l  remains  and lumps of  red  c l a y  probab ly  
d i s c a r d e d  from a nearby  p o t t e r y  workshop.
3.  Window or  j i n g l e  s h e l l  ( P lacuna p l a c e n t a ); b lack  clam (Geloinae 
coaxans ) (g m e l in ) ;  o y s t e r  ( S a c c o s t r e a  c u c c u l l a t a ) .  These a re  
found i n  t h e  Mendaun River  a d j a c e n t  to  t h e  s i t e  and i n  th e  
Brunei  R iv e r .
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TRENCH K I I  (See F igu re s  2 & 4)
This t r e n c h  was i n  Lot 2461,  about  27 .5  m e t res  south of  K I .  
Although lo c a t e d  c l o s e r  to  t h e  edge of  t h e  r i v e r  bank,  i t  was s l i g h t l y  
h i g h e r  than  K I and K I I ,  being 1 .70  me tres  above sea l e v e l .  The s i z e  
o f  t h e  t r e n c h  was 4 x 1.5 m e t re s ,  excavated  to  a dep th  of  65 cms.
Four d i f f e r e n t  l a y e r s  were reco g n ized  in  t h i s  t r e n c h .  The 
s t e r i l e  b a s a l  l a y e r  was an orange and grey  v a r i e g a t e d  s i l t y  c l a y .
Above t h i s  was a t h i c k  dark  g rey  s i l t y  c l a y ,  superimposed by a l a y e r  
o f  hard  ye l low sand about  10 cms. i n  t h i c k n e s s .  Cover ing th e s e  l a y e r s  
was a top  s o i l  c o n s i s t i n g  of  b la ck  s i l t y  sand.  J u s t  l i k e  K I ,  t h e  
s t r a t i g r a p h i c  f e a t u r e s  of  K I I  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  q u i t e  a deep p i t  had been 
dug a t  t h e  w es te rn  end of  th e  t r e n c h ,  which c o n ta in ed  s e v e ra l  lumps of  
n a t u r a l  s to n e ,  g r a v e l  and a few ceramic  s h e rd s .
At t h e  e a s t e r n  end t h e  s o i l  was a l s o  q u i t e  s o f t  and h e a v i l y  
d i s t u r b e d ,  so we c o n c e n t r a t e d  on t h e  middle  p a r t  o f  t h e  t r e n c h  where 
t h e  s o i l  was hard and compact from t h e  second l a y e r  downwards. G e n e ra l ly ,  
n a t u r a l  s tones  of  d i f f e r e n t  shapes  and s i z e s  were p r e s e n t  th roughou t  t h e  
t r e n c h .  I ron  s l a g  a l s o  occur red  in  q u i t e  s i g n i f i c a n t  q u a n t i t i e s  b e s id e s  
lumps o f  red  c l a y s  and a few p i e c e s  of  damar, bu t  t h e r e  were no fauna l  
rem a ins .
TRENCH K I I I  (See F ig u re  2 & 5)
D esp i te  i t s  l o c a t i o n  f u r t h e r  from t h e  edge of  th e  r i v e r  bank,
K I I I  was only  1 .42 m e tres  above sea l e v e l .  The t r e n c h  was in  Lot 11821 
about  21.25  m e tres  n o r th  of  K I ,  w i th  i t s  s i z e  t h e  same as t h a t  of  K I I .
This  t r e n c h  had fou r  l a y e r s .  Uppermost was a t h i c k  l a y e r  of  
b la c k  s i l t y  sand,  and t h i s  was fo l lowed  by a t h i n  (abou t  5 cms.) l a y e r  
of  ye l low c lay  w i th  an u n c l e a r  b ase ,  bu t  which c e r t a i n l y  cont inued  in  
p a t c h e s  t h a t  s loped eas tw ard .  I t  may have been a f o o t p a t h .  In t h i s
17
layer natural stones and gravels were prominent. The next layer down 
was a rich cultural deposit comprising a mixture of grey and yellow 
clay with many ceramics. The lowest stratum forming the floor of the 
trench was a sterile clay as in K II, exposed only to a few 
centimetres.
In comparison with the total numbers of sherds recovered 
from K I and K II, those encountered at K III were relatively few. 
This was also the case for iron slag, faunal remains, damar and 
lumps of red clay. It is possible that this trench lay outside the 
main dwelling area of the site.
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CHAPTER III: THE POTTERY FROM KUPANG
Pottery was the main material unearthed at Kupang, and it 
has been categorised into local and imported types. The former 
consists specifically of soft earthenware, and the latter of stoneware 
and porcellaneous types.
4891 sherds were recovered from the excavation, of which 
2062"*' (52.4%) are of locally manufactured types, and the remaining 
2329 (47.6%) are imported ceramics mainly of Chinese origin. A small 
number of the latter are of Siamese or European origin. For the 
analysis of Chinese ceramics I am using the typology applied by Carla 
Zainie and Tom Harrisson to sites of the pre-Ming periods in Sarawak 
(Zainie & Harrisson 1967). Imported sherds of post-Yüan date (after 
A.D. 1368) and those too fragmentary to be identified were simply 
placed in a miscellaneous category.
Table I. Basic distribution of pottery sherds from Kupang.
Pottery Trench
Type K I K II K III Total %
Local 1353 747 462 2562 52.4
Imported 91Ü 911 508 2329 47.6
Totals 2263 1658 970 4891 100.0
Despite the dominance of imported sherds in K II and K III,
vertical distributions indicate that local sherds increase in
frequency at the expense of imported in the lower levels of all three
trenches (see Figure 7). Figure 6 and 7 also show that pottery
1. This figure excludes the only single small complete pot of Temmoku 
type (see Plate 25) and a lid of small porcelain jar (see Plate 22, 
top row, middle).
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f r e q u e n c i e s  peak i n  t h e  middle l e v e l s  of  a l l  t h r e e  t r e n c h e s  (40-50 cms. 
i n  K I ,  35-45 cms. i n  K I I ,  and 20-30 cms. in  K I I I ) .  I t  i s  not  c l e a r  
why a d e c l i n e  should  t a k e  p l a c e  i n  t h e  lower l e v e l s ,  a l though  i t  i s  
c l e a r  from Tab les  XIII  to  XV t h a t  s u b s t a n t i a l  a d d i t i o n s  of  post-Sung 
she rds  a re  p r e s e n t  i n  t h e s e  optimum l e v e l s  and above,  in  many cases  
th rough  d i s t u r b a n c e .  The lower l e v e l s  o f  a l l  t h r e e  t r e n c h e s  c o n ta in  
a predominance of  p u r e ly  Sung m a t e r i a l .  In K I I I  t h e  sudden drop in  
f r e q u e n c i e s  a t  30-40 cms. i s  exp la in ed  by t h e  p re s en ce  of  t h e  s t e r i l e  
c l a y  l a y e r  which may have belonged to  a p a t h ,  bu t  t h e  s i m i l a r  drop a t  
45-55 cms. im K I I  remains  u n e x p la in e d .  The d i s t r i b u t i o n s  fo r  K I shown 
in  F ig u re s  6 and 7 t e r m i n a t e  a t  an unknown l e v e l  above s t e r i l e  s o i l  
owing to  w a te r l o g g in g .  I t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  unknown whether  K I would e x h i b i t  
a b a s a l  r i s e  i n  f requency  s i m i l a r  to  K I I  and K I I I .
LOCAL POTTERY
This ca t e g o ry  i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by s o f t  e a r thenw are  sherds  
p robab ly  f i r e d  on an open b o n e f i r e  a t  a f a i r l y  low te m p e ra tu r e .  There 
a r e  c o n s i d e r a b l e  numbers of  body,  r im and l i d  s h e rd s ,  and a few spou ts  
p robab ly  of  d o u b le -s p o u ted  v e s s e l s .  As i n d i c a t e d  i n  Table  I ,  out  of  
2562 she rds  of  l o c a l  p o t t e r y ,  t h e  l a r g e s t  p r o p o r t i o n  came from K I 
(1353 or  52.8%) fo l lowed  by K 11(747 o r  29.2%) and K 111(462 or  18.0%).
The fo l low ing  a n a l y s i s  of  l o c a l  p o t t e r y  i s  s t r i c t l y  focussed  
on g e n e ra l  a s p e c t s  o f  morphology,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  on ty p e s  of  f a b r i c ,  
d e c o r a t i o n ,  and v e s s e l  shape.  Some a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  ty po logy  were 
developed  p r i o r  to  t h e  ex ca v a t io n  by s tudy ing  t h e  wide range  of  s u r f a c e  
f i n d s  from th e  s i t e .  The typo logy  was th e n  f i n a l i z e d  dur ing  t h e  s tudy  
of  t h e  excavated  s h e r d s .
FABRICS
During a n a l y s i s  of  t h e  p o t t e r y  a t  t h e  Brunei Museum, t h r e e  
type s  of  f a b r i c  were i d e n t i f i e d  on a v i s u a l  b a s i s .  These a re  as 
fo l l o w s .
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Fabric 1. A fabric with a pale grey core and cream or pale orange 
exterior. Temper is coarse, easily visible, and dark 
grey or white in colour. It consists of ground sherds 
(grog) (see pages 94-95).
Fabric 2. A fabric fired to an even cream colour throughout. No
temper is visible to the naked eye (but see also page 94).
Fabric 3. Very hard pottery with a dark grey core, fine black or
white inclusions, and brown, grey or orange exterior.
This fabric is much harder than fabric 1 and 2, and 
appears to be of more recent production. A similar 
hard fabric is present in sherds from the later site 
of Kota Batu, and its rarity and stratigraphic 
distribution at Kupang suggest that it may postdate 
the main Sung period assemblage here.
As discussed in more detail below, fabrics 1 and 2 are each 
found with different pottery types (see page 94); a circumstance which lends 
extra weight to their visual separation. Several sherds of fabrics 1 and 
2 were brought back to Canberra, and Mr. Alan Watchman of the Department 
of Prehistory and Anthropology kindly agreed to make thin-sections of them. 
Dr. R.A. Eggleton also generously did x-ray diffraction analyses. The 
results of these analyses are detailed in Chapter VIII, and need not be 
given in detail here. The sherds were brought back to Canberra with the 
specific intention of comparing specimens from Brunei, Sarawak and Hong 
Kong (see Chapter VIII). Fabric 3 had no comparative value under these 
circumstances, and no specimens were brought back.
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Table II. Fabric distribution in local pottery sherds from Kupang.
Trench Fabric Total Total %
1 2 3
K I 997 171 185 1353 52.8
K II 537 139 71 747 29.2
K III 374 69 19 462 8.0
1908 379 275 2562 100.0
74.5% 14.8% 10.7%
The total number of sherds with fabric 1 is greater than that 
of the other two fabrics (see Table II), as this fabric was used with 
most of the vessel types, except type 1 (see below). It comprises 74.5% 
of the total, while fabrics 2 and 3 comprise 14.8% and 10.7% respectively. 
Observe also that K I has the highest total of all fabric types, 
followed in order by K II and K III. However, a distinctive feature of 
K I when compared with the other two trenches is that it has a smaller 
total for fabric 2 than fabric 3. This may be due to non-excavation of 
the lower layers of the trench. The hard fabric 3 is more common in the 
higher levels of K II and K III and as noted above may postdate the major 
period of occupation of the site.
DECORATION
The Kupang earthenware pottery exhibits a variety of decorative 
types which broadly fall into two classes. The first consists of carved- 
paddle-impression, and the second is rather more varied, comprising 
patterns made by incision, stamping and carving. However, plain 
undecorated sherds were the commonest type in the earthenware assemblage.
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The p add le - im pre ssed  p o t t e r y  from Kupang b e a r s  p a t t e r n s  t h a t  
a r e  v e ry  s i m i l a r  to  t h o s e  of  t h e  d e c o ra te d  p o t t e r y  from Tanjong Kubor 
(San tubong)  i n  Sarawak,  which Solheim (1965) has  ana lysed  in  g r e a t  d e t a i l .  
T h e re fo re ,  i n  t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of  pad d le - im p re ss e d  p a t t e r n s  from 
Kupang I have used h i s  te rm ino logy  w i th  s l i g h t  m o d i f i c a t i o n s .  The 
c a t e g o r i e s  o f  p a d d le - im p re s s io n  a re  as f o l lo w s :
a.  Ribbed.  The r i b s  s tand  ou t  i n  r e l i e f  and a re  
more o r  l e s s  p a r a l l e l .  Most of  t h e  r i b s  a re  
1-2 mm. wide and a re  found on v e s s e l  b o d ie s ,  
and sometimes on l i d s  ( s e e  F ig u re s  8a;  13d).
b.  Tanjong Kubor P a t t e r n  I .  P a r a l l e l  a r c s  between 
h o r i z o n t a l  l i n e s .  These a r e  found u s u a l l y  on 
v e s s e l  s h o u ld e r s  and bod ie s  in  h o r i z o n t a l  bands 
( s e e  F igu re  8 b ) .
c .  Tanjong Kubor P a t t e r n  I I .  This  c o n s i s t s  mainly 
of  h o r i z o n t a l  h e r r i n g  bone d e s ig n s  ( s e e  F igure  
8 c ) ,  found on s h o u ld e r s  and b o d i e s .  In very  r a r e  
examples t h e  p a t t e r n  runs  v e r t i c a l l y .
d. Tanjong Kubor P a t t e r n  I I I  & IV combined.  Various 
r e c t i l i n e a r  p a t t e r n s  a r e  grouped i n  t h i s  c l a s s  
s in c e  the y  have a b a s i c  l i k e n e s s .  Tanjong Kubor 
P a t t e r n  I I I  has p a r a l l e l  dashes  between b o rde r ing  
l i n e s ,  and P a t t e r n  IV has meanders o r  c r o s s - h a t c h e d  
p a t t e r n s .  These two p a t t e r n s  a r e  hard to  
d i s t i n g u i s h  on f ragmenta ry  she rds  and so have
been lumped t o g e t h e r  fo r  t h e  Kupang a n a l y s i s  
( s e e  F igu re  8d and P l a t e  2 ) .
e .  D i s c r e t e  t r i a n g u l a r  and diamond m o t i f s  ( s e e  F igure  
8e and P l a t e  3 ) .
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f. All curvilinear motifs including circles and 
ovals. In some variants circles and ovals are 
double and are arranged in rows (see Figure 8f 
and Plate 4).
g. Impressed patterns on the rims of type I vessels.
The common motifs are chevron bands and 
rectilinear patterns (see Figure 8g and Plate 5).
h. Others (miscellaneous, or too eroded to be 
recognisable).
The second class of decoration comprises the following 
techniques:
i. Shell-edge stamped. Wavy lines were produced by stamping
the crenellated edges of bivalve shells onto shoulders, 
rims and lids, in patterns running horizontally or 
diagonally (see Figures 9i; 12c, d).
j. Stab-and-drag patterns. Grooves were produced by 
stabbing an incising tool into the wet clay and then 
dragging it towards or away from the operator. The 
grooves are normally narrow and shallow and tapered 
at one end, and commonly found on shoulders either in 
double vertical lines or double V shapes (see Figures 10B; 
12b, e).
k. Incised. Shallow incised lines were made by using a
simple tool. Incisions are commonly present on bodies 
and lids in the form of concentric bands, bordering 
lines or geometric shapes (see Figures 9k; 10c; 13e).
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Figure 8. Some examples of paddle-impressed patterns from Kupang, 
a. Ribbed; b. T. Kubor pattern I; c. T. Kubor II; 
d. T. Kubor pattern IIl/lV; e. Discrete diamond motif; 
f. Curvilinear motif; g. Impressed pattern on rim of 
type I vessel.
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/l. Ridged or applique. Long raised strips running 
horizontally around bodies or shoulders. The strips 
were applied prior to firing.
m. Dentate stamped. Dot-like marks, very close to 
each other in lines or rows; usually in a 
horizontal setting.
n. Comb incised, with parallel incisions running 
either horizontally, vertically or diagonally 
(see Figure 9n).
o. Discrete stamped. One or more motifs stamped 
separately over the vessel body. The most 
common motif comprises clusters of small 
diamonds (see Figure 9o).
p. Combined punctation and incision. Found on lids, 
knob handles and on the bridges of double-spouted 
vessels (see Figure 10D(i), E).
q. Carved. Usually around the rims of lids (see 
Figure 9q).
r. Carved and stamped (see Plate 7).
504 decorated sherds were acquired from the excavations, of 
which 406 (80.6%) are paddle-impressed (patterns a - h) and the other 
98 (19.4%) are of the other types (patterns i - r) (see Table Ilia).
28
Figure 9. Examples of non-paddle-impressed decoration found on Kupang 
earthenware sherds, i. Shell-edge stamped; k. Incised; 
n. Comb incised; o. Discrete stamped; q. Carved.
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Table Ilia. Kupang: Numbers of decorated sherds by trench.
Trench Paddle- Other Total (%)
Impression Decoration
K I 19b 71 266 52.8
K II 134 20 154 30.6
K III 77 7 84 16.7
Totals 406 98 504 100.1
80.6% 19.4% 100%
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Of a l l  t h e  p a t t e r n s  c u r v i l i n e a r  p ad d le - im p re ss ed  ( f )  i s  th e  
most common, fo l lowed  by t r i a n g u la r / d i a m o n d  (e )  and r ib b e d  (a)  in  t h a t  
o r d e r .  Amongst t h e  o t h e r  type s  o f  d e c o r a t i o n ,  i n c i s i o n  (k)  i s  t h e  
most common.
In te rms of  f a b r i c ,  type  2 h e a v i l y  outnumbers t h e  o t h e r  types  
i n  t h e  p a dd le - im pre ssed  group.  I t  i s  p r e s e n t  in  p a r t i c u l a r l y  l a r g e
numbers i n  K I .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand , f a b r i c 1 dominates in  a l l t h e  o t h e r
ty p e s  of d e c o r a t i o n ( s e e  Table  IV) •
Table IV Kupang: D i s t r i b u t i o n  of  f a b r i c ty p e s  acc o rd ing  to
d e c o r a t i o n  t y p e s .
P ad d le - Im p res s io n Other Decora t ion
Trench F a b r ic 1 2 3 1 2 3
K I 37 154 4 64 2 5
K I I 43 86 5 14 - 6
K I I I 20 57 - 7 - -
T o ta l s 100 297 9 85 2 11
24.6% 73.2% 2.2% 86.7% 2.0% 11.2%
P la i n  undeco ra ted  she rds  a re  most f r e q u e n t  i n  t h e  l o c a l  p o t t e r y  
assemblage ( s e e  Table  V). In Table  VI i t  may be seen t h a t  they  c o n s t i t u t e  
a l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  f a b r i c  1 (1704 or  83.6%),  w h i le  sherds  w i th  f a b r i c  2 
a re  u s u a l l y  padd le - im pre ssed  and r a r e l y  p l a i n .  There a re  19 she rds  with  
c a r i n a t i o n s  from a l l  t h e  t r e n c h e s  and the y  a l l  belong to  f a b r i c  1. Some 
of  t h e s e  c a r i n a t e d  sherds  may be long to  double  spouted  v e s s e l s  ( s ee  
H ar r i s s o n  1971, F ig u re s  2 - 4 ) .
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Figure 10. Kupang local earthenwares; vessel types from surface 
collections. A. Type I (storage jar); B. Type II 
(cooking pot); C. Type III (lid); D (i). Type IV 
(plain knob handle); D (ii& iii). Type IV (phallic 
knob handles); E. Type V (bridge of double-spouted 
vessel); F. Type VI (flask with strap handle;
G. Type VII (possible pot stand).
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0 1 0 C m s
Figure 11. Excavated local earthenwares from Kupang; type I vessels 
with paddle-impressed decorations, a. Pattern eroded; 
b. With chevron patterns; c. With oval motif; 
d. With chevron and U-shaped motifs; e. Wavy lines 
and U-shaped motifs.
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Figure 12. Excavated local earthenwares from Kupang; some examples 
of type II vessels with various decorations, a. With 
cluster of diamonds motif; b & e. With stab-and-drag 
motif; c & d. With shell-edge motif; f. Plain with 
carination.
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d
e
10 C m s
Figure 13. Excavated local earthenwares from Kupang; type III 
vessels, a & f. Plain; b. With shell-edge motif; 
c & e. Incised patterns; d. With ribbed pattern.
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0 10 C m s
Figure 14. Excavated local earthenwares from Kupang; some examples 
of type IV-VI vessels and miscellaneous types. Type IV 
(plain knob handle); Type V (bridge and spout of double- 
spouted vessels); Type VI (flask mouth and rim; 
Miscellaneous (ring and flat bases and trough or basin).
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Table V. Kupang: Distribution of plain and decorated sherds.
Trench Plain Decorated
K I 1087 266
K II 593 154
K III 378 84
Totals 2058 504 = 2562
Table VI. Kupang: Plain sherds according to fabric.
Trench Fabric Total
1 2 3
K I 896 15 176 1087
K II 480 53 60 593
K III 347 12 19 378
Totals 1723 80 255 2058
83.7% 3.9% 12.4% 100.0%
VESSEL TYPES
The local pottery from the surface collections and excavations 
at Kupang is classified into seven major vessel types, mainly from rim 
shapes.
I. Standardized storage jar with inner facet for lid.
Diameter at lip 10-16 cms; fabric always no. 2. Lip 
exterior vertically flattened and paddle-impressed 
with class g patterns (chevrons and rectilinear), 
wavy band, oval or U-shaped motifs. On some, bands of 
U-shaped motifs also run horizontally around the 
shoulder (see Figure lid, e). Below neck, bodies paddle- 
impressed with classes a-f patterns. This vessel type 
is uniquely defined by shape, decoration and fabric.
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II. Cooking pot with everted non-thickened rims, normally 
with rounded lips. Decoration normally types i, j and 
o, of which patterns i (shell-edge stamped) and j
(stab-and-drag) are the most important. The former are 
always found in double rows, running either horizontally 
or diagonally on shoulders. The latter comprise two 
kinds of motifs; double long, narrow grooves, and 
double V-shaped grooves (see Figure 12b, c, d, e &
Plate 6). Class o consists of clusters of small diamonds, 
stamped separately over the body of the pot (see Figure 
12a). Rim diameters range from 10-20 cms., but cluster 
strongly around 14 cms. This diameter accounts for 41% 
of all specimens of type II vessels.
III. Vessel with direct rims, presumed in smaller examples
to be lids, in larger cases to be open bowls (see Figure 
13 & Plate 10). These functional categories cannot be 
distinguished for smaller rim fragments, so no attempt 
has been made to subdivide the class. Lids are mostly 
plain, but some have on them incised and shell-edge 
patterns (see Figure 13b). The incised patterns have 
many variants ranging from a simple horizontal line to 
a more elaborate band of tiny oval shapes with vertical 
lines (see Figure 13c, e). There are also some with 
ribbed patterns (see Figure 13d). Diameters range from 
12 to 28 cms. Those above 20 cms. were in most cases 
probably bowls rather than lids.
IV. Phallic or plain knob handles, normally from lids of
group III (see Figures 10D; 14 (IV) & Plate ll). Those
recovered during the excavations are all plain, with flat 
tops (about 3 cms. in diameter), and perfectly circular 
cross-sections (see Figure 14 (IV)). Phallic-shaped 
examples were only found in the surface collections
(see Figure 10D).
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V. Double spouted vessels (Harrisson type III) with flat 
tops and decorated handle bridges (see Figures 10E; 
14V(a) & Plate 12). The only piece encountered in the 
excavations is a handle bridge from this vessel type.
It has a flat top, and on its surface are five stamped 
circles; one at the point of intersection of two 
crossed incised lines, the other four each in one of 
the triangles formed by the intersection (see Figure 
14V(a). Another variant is found on another bridge 
from the surface finds collection (see Figure 10E).
Also included in type V are two plain spouts, probably 
from double spouted pots, different to the above as 
suggested by their colour (see Figure 14V(b).
VI. Flask mouths, some with strap handles (see Figures 10F; 
14(Vl) & Plate 13). All these vessels are plain,
and the rims relatively vertical, indicating that the 
vessels have long necks (see Figure 14(Vl)).
VII. Pot stands (see Figure 10G & Plate 14).
Also present in the assemblage are fragments of flat and ring 
foot bases (see Figure 14M(a), (b)), and rims of open bowls, all plain. 
Some of the latter have direct, massive and faceted rims which probably 
belonged to troughs or basins (see Figure 14M(c)).
2
2. See Harrisson (1971: 52-53, Figures 9-12). Harrisson's type III
double spouted vessels have two rounded spouts, always bridged, 
which are fixed to a flat top applied as a complete unit to the 
body.
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Table VII. Distribution of local vessel types at Kupang (excavations).
Trench Rim (vessel) types Total
I II III IV V VI VII
K I 9 93 66 2 2 2 174
K II 9 44 18 - 1 - 72
K III 11 12 10 - - 3 36
Totals 29 149 94 2 3 5 282
% 10.3 52.8 33.3 0.7 1.1 1.8 100.0
Table( VII shows that the first three types are the commonest,
and for this reason more attention will be given to them in the analysis.
Other types are present in more limited numbers, and type VII is completely
absent from the excavated assemblage •
Rims from type II vessels are the most common in the excavated
assemblage (see Table VII) , and this type of vessel may have been the one
most commonly used for cooking. Many still have traces of soot on bodies
and rims. On the other hand, type I vessels were probably used mainly for
storage and perhaps transport of commodities (see below, Chapter VIII).
Table VIII. Kupang: Vessel types according to fabric.
Fabric Vessel types Total
I II III IV V VI
1 - 135 91 1 3 3 233
2 29 4 - - - - 33
3 - 10 3 1 - 2 16
29 149 94 2 3 5 282
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Figure 15. Kupang: Total number of type I-III rims by diameter.
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Table VIII indicates that rim types II and III are mainly of 
type 1 fabric, while those of type I are entirely of fabric 2. Fabric 1 
is by far the most common, and is found in varying percentages in most 
vessel types from the excavations. The relationships between fabrics 1-2 
and vessel types I - III are shown more conveniently in Figure 16.
VESSEL (RIM) TYPE
I II III
F
A
B
1 ABSENT HIGH HIGH
R
I
2 HIGH LOW ABSENT
C
Figure 16. Kupang: The distribution of fabric types in rims I-III.
Of 272 rims of types I, II and III vessels encountered in the 
excavations, 138 have measureable diameters (see Figure 15). Fragments of 
rims with uncertain diameter are present in large numbers (134) but are 
not included in the graph. Rim diameters for the above three vessel types 
vary from 10-28 cms.; type I rims range from 10 to 16 cms., type II rims 
range from 10-20 cms. and type III rims range from 12 to 28 cms. Type III 
rims between 10 and 22 cms. in diameter are probably lids, while rims with 
greater diameters may belong to open bowls.
In brief, the types of earthenware vessels in the Kupang 
assemblage may be summarised as follows:
Type Fabric Decoration Rim diameter Fiqure
I 2 a-h paddle- 
impressed
10-16 cms. 11
II 1 i-r stamped, 
incised, etc.
10-20 cms. 12
III 1 I! 12-28 cms. 13
IV 1 usually none 3-4 cms. 14(IV)
V 1 type p incision 
and punctation
uncertain 14(V)
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After dealing with the local pottery as a whole it is now 
necessary to examine distributions within the excavated trenches in 
order to aid interpretation of the site.
TRENCH K I
In terms of vertical distribution, the local pottery in K I 
steadily increases in quantity downwards from the top level, and reaches 
its highest frequency between 40 and 50 cms., but then it falls sharply 
in the lowest level. On the other hand, the imported ceramics reach 
their highest frequency between 30 and 40 cms., and decrease from 40 cms. 
downwards. Although both groups fall off in frequency in the lowest 
level, local pottery is quantitatively still higher than imported (see 
Figure 7).
174 rims of vessel types I-VI were found in K I, with types 
II and III being dominant (see Table IX & Figure 15). Vessel type I is 
present only between 30 and 50 cms., while types II and III occurred in 
significant numbers from 30 cms. to the base of the trench.
The richness of K I in ceramics and in other cultural materials 
(as mentioned in Chapter IV), suggests that this trench may be within the 
main dwelling area of the site.
Table IX. Kupang: 
Depth (cm.)
Vessel
I
types
II
by depth
Vessel
III
in K I.
Type
IV V VI
Total
0-30 - 5 - - - - 5
30-40 7 27 20 1 - 2 57
40-50 2 28 27 1 1 - 59
50-60 - 33 19 - 1 - 53
Totals 9 93 66 2 2 2 174
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TRENCH K II
The distributional pattern of local and imported pottery in 
this trench is similar to that of K I. Local pottery reaches its highest 
frequency between 35 and 45 cms., falls slightly between 45 and 55 cms., 
but then rises again in the lowest level (see pages 20-21)• Imported 
ceramics show a similar frequency trend with depth, but as in K I are 
less frequent than local in the two lower levels (see Figure 7).
However, in terms of total numbers, local pottery sherds
are fewer (747 or 45.1%) than imported (911 or 54.9%), a different 
pattern to that in K I (see Figure 7).
From the total of 72 rims of vessel types I-V in this trench, 
the majority belonged to type II, followed by types III and I 
respectively. Vessel type I, as in K I, is significantly lower in 
frequency than vessel types II and III, and it is absent in upper levels 
(0-25 cms.) (see Table X). In short, the distribution of vessel types
trench
by depth in this^is similar to that in K I, and no further observations 
need be made.
Table X. Kupang: Vessel types by depth in K II.
Depth (cm.)
I II
Vessel Type 
III IV V
Total
0-15 - - 1 - 1
15-25 - 1 1 - 2
25-35 1 3 3 - 7
35-45 3 23 8 - 34
45-55 3 5 1 - 9
55-65 2 12 4 1 19
Totals 9 44 18 1 72
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TRENCH K III
This trench produced fewer sherds than the other two, although 
the overall distribution of imported and local sherds is the same. The 
virtual absence of both local and imported sherds between 30 and 40 cms. 
(see Figure l) is explainable stratigraphically: there was a layer of
sterile clay here which, as mentioned in Chapter II, may be interpreted 
as a footpath. When local and imported ceramics in this trench are 
combined together, the pattern of distribution of the sherds may be seen 
in Figure 6, where the sherds reach their peak at 20-30 cms., but fall 
drastically in the subsequent level (30-40 cms.) before increasing to a 
significant quantity in the lowest level (40-50 cms.).
K III differs from K I and K II in having a higher proportion of 
type I rims, but this variation may not be significant. It was also 
relatively sterile compared to K I and K II, thus strengthening my earlier
assertion that this trench lay outside the main dwelling ground.
Table XI. Kupang: Vessel types by depth in K III.
Depth (cm..) Vessel Type Total
I II III IV V VI
0-10 1 - - - - - 1
10-20 6 4 4 - - 2 16
20-30 1 6 4 - - - 11
30-40 - - - - - - -
40-50 3 2 2 - - 1 8
Totals 11 12 10 _ _ 3 36
Possible conclusions to be drawn from the vertical patterns of 
distribution in these three trenches are few, and it seems that vessel 
types I, II and III are to be associated chronologically. No systematic 
patterns of stratigraphic differentiation can be observed.
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IMPORTED CERAMICS
The analysis of imported ceramics is of a general nature, since 
this thesis is concerned mainly with the local pottery.
Imported ceramics from the site are very varied, but the main 
vessel types are jars, pots, bowls, covered boxes and plates. The dates 
are predominantly Sung (960 - 1279 A.D.) and very few sherds are of 
subsequent dynasties. As was mentioned earlier, the typology of imported 
ceramics is based on Zainie & Harrisson's classification for the Santubong 
(Sarawak River Delta) sites in Sarawak. They classify wares according to 
colours (glazes), body and rim shapes. Thus their typology is quite 
elaborate and the categories sometimes overlap. No attempt is made here 
to allocate all the classifiable pieces to their numerous sub-classes, and 
only the main classes are considered.
Most of the imported ceramic sherds from Kupang are classifiable 
into Zainie & Harrisson's seven major classes A - G (see Table XII).
Table XII. Distribution of imported ceramics from the Kupang excavations.
Trench A B C D E F G M Total
K I 61 36 4 4 3 - 340 462 910
K II 20 22 18 5 5 1 394 446 911
K III 19 48 3 3 2 - 277 156 508
Totals 100 106 25 12 10 1 1011 1064 2329
A: White wares, Sung date
B: Yüeh types, bowls with olive green ochre, cream and grey glazes,
Sung date
If
C: Celadons, Sung-Yuan date
D: Temmoku, dark brown or black glazed wares, Sung date
E: Green glazed wares, Sung-Yüan date
F: T'zu Chou wares, Sung-Yüan date
G: Coarse stonewares, Sung-Yüan date
M: Miscellaneous, including Chinese ceramics of post-Yüan (after 1368 A.D.)
dates and ceramics of Siamese and European origins (l4th-15th centuries 
and 18th-19th centuries respectively). Fragmentary and unclassifiable 
Sung sherds are also grouped in this class.
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The rarity of type F in Kupang is expected as it is also rare 
in other Bornean excavation sites (Harrisson, B. 1972:39).
TRENCH K I
As seen in Table XIII, this trench has a high frequency of classes 
A, B and G. The miscellaneous group is dominated by fragmentary Sung sherds, 
and in the upper levels by Chinese stonewares of 18th-19th century date and 
blue-and-white Ch'ing (1645-1912 A.D.) porcelain sherds. The two complete 
pieces (pot and lid) mentioned on page 20 came from this trench. The pot 
is 3.7 cms. in height, 4 cms. in diameter at the foot, 5.8 cms. in body 
diameter and 2.4 cms. in diameter at the rim. Its glaze had completely 
peeled off, but at a few spots traces of brown-black glaze are still 
visible, suggesting the pot is of Temmoku type (see Plate 25). The lid 
is 4.8 cms. in diameter and white in glaze (see Plate 22, top row, middle). 
Both are almost certainly Sung pieces.
The distribution of Ch'ing sherds to the base of the trench 
indicates some degree of disturbance to the levels, especially above 
40 cms. However, only small numbers of recent sherds are involved in the 
lower levels.
TRENCH K II
As in K I, class G was most common in this trench (see Table 
XIV), followed by class B. This trench was also disturbed in some places 
down to 45 cms., as suggested by the presence of large numbers of
f t
post-Yuan sherds.
TRENCH K III
Sherds in K III were concentrated mainly above 30 cms., contrary 
to the distribution in K I and K II (see Table XV). Although levels IV 
(30-40 cms.) and V(40-50 cms.) were not disturbed, as indicated by the
ft
absence of post-Yuan sherds, the total numbers of Sung sherds present in 
these levels was small.
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From the analysis of local and imported ceramics the following 
points may be noted:
(a) The 30-50 cm. levels in trenches K I and K II were the richest 
in ceramics and represent intensive occupation at Kupang during 
the Sung period.
(b) The rarity of Ming and Siamese sherds suggests that the site may
have been abandoned at this time in favour of Kota Batu, which
became an important politico-economic centre during the 15th-16th
centuries. When Kota Batu began to decline in importance during
the late Ming (?) and Ch'ing periods, Kupang was resettled, but
Kota Batu still remained as the Capital. The presence of quite
significant numbers of Ch'ing wares and coins (mentioned in
Chapter IV) at Kupang supports the above hypothesis. A Dutch 
3
map of 1726 mentions a place by the name of Quella Cupam, most 
probably Kuala Kupang or Kupang, an identification justified by 
its location on the map (see Figure 17). This suggests that 
Kupang was resettled by this time, and the presence of European 
wares of the 18th-19th centuries strengthens this claim.
3. This map was prepared by J. van Braam in 1726 A.D., entitled "Insula 
BORNEO et occidentalis Pars CELEBIS cum adjacentibus Insulis".
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CHAPTER IV: THE SMALL FINDS FROM KUPANG
The small finds from Kupang were concentrated in K I; and 
none were found in K II and K III. The most important ones are coins, 
bronze objects and beads. Other artefacts of stone, iron and wood 
were also present, but in very limited numbers. Within the assemblage, 
coins constitute the largest number followed by bronze objects and 
beads respectively (see Table XVI).
Table XVI. Kupang: Small finds from K I
IS)
CD -P CD
- P o -P
o CD CD o
CD <+-< - p CD
• •<—) CD o , r ~>e _Q -P CD X3
o O P •r~~) O
CD X2
CD O cx: cd N IS) CD CD '---1
- p c C T3 C c T5 CD
Cl • rH o CD O o O - P
CD o P CD -P p O O
Q o CQ (XI CO 1— 1 S f—<
0-30 6 - - - - - 6
30-40 3 3 1 2 - - 9
40-50 6 - 2 - 1 - 9
50-60 1 2 2 - - 1 6
Totals 16 5 5 2 1 1 30
There are 16 coins; all except one (which is Indian), are 
Chinese, and most are of bronze (10 pieces); the rest are of iron (5 
pieces) and copper (Indian coin). Practically all the Chinese coins 
have square perforations in their centre and a raised concentric band 
on each of the two sides. On the obverse, four Chinese characters give 
the name of the emperor (see Figure 19 & Plate 24). On the reverse
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Figure 19. One of the Chinese coins found at Kupang showing 
inscriptions on its obverse (a) and reverse (b). 
The drawing is based on visual observation on the 
photograph (Plate 24) and on the coin itself. 
Size: twice its original. (See text).
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two symbols were arranged on both sides of the perforation (see Figure 
19). These symbols appear in slightly different forms, and may designate 
different minting places. From the characters on the obverses, all the 
Chinese coins were identified as belonging to the Ch'ing dynasty (from 
Schjoth 1965), spanning the 17th-19th centuries. This supports my 
interpretation that Kupang was occupied during the Ch'ing period. The 
only Indian coin from this site is also of recent date (1845).
The Chinese coins belong to the reigns of four Ch'ing 
Emperors, namely Sheng Tsu (A.D. 1662-1722), reign: Kang Hse; Kao
Tsung (A.D. 1736-1795), reign: Chien Lung; Yen Tsung (A.D. 1796-1820),
reign: Chin Ching and Hsuan Tsung (A.D. 1821-1850), reign: Tao
Kuang. 5 other coins have their inscriptions slightly worn or are 
fragmentary, but they are definitely of the Ch'ing period (see Table 
XVII).
Table XVII. Kupang: Coins from K I
CHINESE INDIAN
Depth (cm.) Sheng Kao Yen Hsuan worn of & Indian
Tsu Tsung Tsung Tsung fragmentary Company
0-30 - 3 2 - 1 -
30-40 - 1 - 1 - 1
40-50 1 2 - - 3 -
50-60 - - - - 1 -
Totals 1 6 2 1 5 1
At least 9 (or more than half of the total number of coins)
were found at the ends of the trench in the most disturbed parts, at
depths of 30 cms. and below; the rest were concentrated around the 
middle of the trench at a depth of 0-30 cms. (see Figure 18). These 
depths were quite consistent with the dates of the coins, and indicate 
that this central part of the trench was not disturbed.
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Bronze objects comprise mainly lids of small containers, 
perhaps for storing lime used in connection with betel (Areca) nut 
chewing. All these lids have lime stains on them. Their shapes are 
of three types: plain round, round with a small handle at the top,
and octagonal (see Plate 22). Also in the bronze assemblage is a 
half complete cup (see Plate 22) and a fragment which probably 
formed part of a lid. The cup is of the same type as that still used 
today for storing lime. Diameters of the lids and of the cup's foot 
rim range between 2.9 cms. and 4.8 cms. Some of these bronze objects 
were found between 40 and 60 cms. in the undisturbed part of the 
trench, and they are probably of Sung date.
Beads were present in K I from 30 cms. downwards. Although 
most of them were from the disturbed deposits, some were found in the 
undisturbed part of the trench together with Sung sherds. They were 
made of glass of various colours; blue, yellow, brown and a mixture 
of blue, white and pink stripes. There are three shapes - disc-shaped, 
oval barrel-shaped and cylindrical - with the disc-shaped being most 
common. The largest bead is of an oval barrel shape, 8 mm. in diameter, 
and the smallest is a disc-shaped one, 3 mm. in diameter (see Table 
XVIII).
Table XVIII. Kupang: Beads from K I showing colour, size and shape
variations.
Depth 
(cm. )
Blue (M) (S) Yellow (M) (S) Brown (M) (s) Mixed (M) (s )
0-30 - - - -
30-40 - - - 1 3.5 *
40-50 - 1 3 * 1 4.5 + -
50-60 1 4.5 * 1 8 @
Totals 1 2 1 1
M = measurement of diameter (in mm.) 
S = shape 
* = disc-shaped 
+ = cylindrical 
@ = oval barrel-shaped
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One surprise came in the form of a chert scraper at the 
30-40 cm. level. It is triangular in shape, unifacially flaked, and 
retouched on two edges. Its measurements are as follows: length
2.3 cms., width 2 cms. and thickness (at butt) 1.1 cms. (see Plate 
22). Another stone artefact is a grindstone found at the 50-60 cm. 
level. It is black in colour, 21 cms. in length, 6.3 cms. in width,
1.2 cms. in thickness and a parallelogram in shape. This grindstone 
was associated with a plain round bronze lid in a pit at the west end 
of the trench, indicating that both are contemporary.
A tubular wooden object was also found in K I at the 50-60 cm. 
level in undisturbed deposits. It is 4.8 cms. in length, 1 cm. in 
diameter and 1.5 mm. in thickness.
A spherical iron object, probably a cannon ball, was found in 
a disturbed area at 40-50 cms. The cannon is probably of recent 
introduction to Brunei, probably not earlier than the 15th or 16th 
century'*'.
Apart from the small finds described above, other objects 
encountered in the Kupang excavations included pieces of iron slag, 
damar gum, animal bone and lumps of red clay (see Table XIX).
The slag was certainly associated with iron working, and 
Trench K II was near the probable site for such activities, since it 
had large quantities of iron slag, particularly from the 35-45 cm. 
level downwards.
1. In Pigafetta's account of his visit to Brunei in 1521 cannons are 
mentioned on the towers in front of the King's palace (Skelton 1975: 
106-107). No other historical records make any reference to the 
use or presence of cannon before that date. Even if we assume that 
Sultan Bolkiah used cannons in building up his Empire (see 
Shariffuddin 1969:73) the dates still fall within the 16th century.
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The damar gum was possibly used to provide a surface coating 
on the local pottery, and it is still practised today in some Bornean 
pottery-making traditions (see Hose & McDougal 1912:219-20; Solheim 
1952:19; Harrisson 1955a:302; Morrisson 1955:296; Evans 1955:299-300; 
Freeman 1957).
Table XIX. Weight (in gm.) of other materials from Kupang.
Trench Iron slag Damar Bone Lumps of red clay
K I 760 310 1200 680
K II 3823 50 - 800
K III 220 155 5 640
Totals 4803 515 120b 2120
Bones were present in quite large numbers in K I, but were
incompletely absent in K II. The bones were disarticulated and^complete, 
and consisted mainly of rib parts. Identification shows that they are 
mainly cattle.
It was observed in K I that the depths below 30 cms. contained 
the greatest concentrations of small find and other materials. In K II, 
iron slag, lumps of red clay and damar appeared in significant numbers 
from the 35-45 cm. level downwards, whereas in K III, the levels between 
10-30 cms. were the richest in these materials.
In general these vertical distributions correspond very 
closely with those for the pottery.
SUMMARY OF KUPANG
Kupang was mainly a Sung period settlement. The enormous 
quantities of local earthenware sherds and contemporary Sung (10th- 
13th century) pottery recovered from the site may suggest that it was
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one of  t h e  major c e n t r e s  i n  Brunei  and perhaps  in  Borneo a t  t h a t  t im e .
The o v e r l a p  of  t h e s e  e a r l i e r  wares w i th  th o s e  of  l a t e r  (C h ' in g )  d a t e  
i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  s i t e  has been occupied  fo r  a p e r io d  of  about 8-10 
c e n t u r i e s ,  w i th  an i n t e r r u p t i o n  d u r ing  t h e  Ming p e r i o d ,  when Kota 
Batu was a t  t h e  h e i g h t  of  i t s  im por tance .  However, Kupang was 
r e s e t t l e d  dur ing  t h e  C h ' i n g ,  w h i le  Kota Batu g r a d u a l l y  d e c l in e d  in  
im por tance ,  p robab ly  a f t e r  t h e  a t t a c k  by th e  S p a n ia rd s  i n  th e  l a t e  
16th c e n t u r y .
The c l o s e  a f f i n i t i e s  between t h e  Kupang l o c a l  p o t t e r y  and 
t h a t  from s e v e r a l  s i t e s  in  Sarawak,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  Tanjong Kubor (Santubong) ,  
p lu s  t h e  p resence  o f  Sung p o t t e r y  in  both assemblages ,  sugges t  t h a t  
t h e r e  may have been very  c l o s e  c o n t a c t s  between Brunei  and Sarawak a t  
t h a t  t im e .  These c o n t a c t s  might  have been developed th rough t r a d e .  
T h e re fo re ,  i t  i s  perhaps  no t  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  t h e  l o c a l  p o t t e r y  from 
th e s e  two a r e a s  should belong to  t h e  same t r a d i t i o n .
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PART III: SUNGAI LUMUT
CHAPTER V: THE SITE
The Sungai Lumut site lies 48 miles (77.2 kms.) from Bandar 
Seri Begawan, close to the trunk road which runs along the coast to 
Seria. It is situated on a sand dune which now lies about 1 km. 
inland from the sea, and is bounded immediately on its north by a 
narrow side-branch of the Lumut River. Today, the area is under tall 
grass and scattered trees, so horizontal excavation was possible 
without impediment. The whole area is now classified as Brunei Museum 
reserved land in accordance with the Antiquities and Treasure Trove 
Enactment of 1967.
The excavation at Sungai Lumut was carried out between 23rd 
January and 2nd February 1978, and two areas totalling 73 aq. m. were 
excavated to an average depth of 30 cms. Hot sun caused the sandy soil 
to dry very quickly, and soil colour differences were best observed 
early in the morning while the soil was still damp with dew. The 
drying also caused trench walls to collapse quite frequently. Although 
the site had been cultivated in the past, this seems to have caused 
only shallow disturbance to the topsoil, and no deep ploughing had 
taken place. Most artefacts were found in the lower part of the 
topsoil and in the upper part of the underlying sand dune.
Two large trenches were laid out on the site - one, which I 
called Locus A or Sungai Lumut A to the west, the other designated Locus 
B or Sungai Lumut B to the east (see Figure 20).
LOCUS A
This comprised 5 trenches, each measuring 2 x 1.5m., which 
were finally amalgamated by baulk removal into an area of 23 sq. m. 
The area was sandwiched between the two trenches excavated in 1968
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(see Harrisson & Shariffuddin 1969:26), and during the excavation the 
western wall of one of these earlier trenches was encountered. The 
1978 trenches were dug to an average depth of 30 cms., since most 
areas were sterile below this depth.
Stratigraphically, Locus A was not complex, and comprised 
only two layers of sand of different colours. The top layer about 10-15 
cms., in thickness was a black silty sand formed as a humic topsoil. 
Below this layer the main dune sand deposit - white with patches of 
yellow (see Figure 21). Since the stratigraphy of all trenches was 
uniform, only the western and northern walls were drawn in section.
It is interesting to observe that practically all the trenches had 
features which appeared either in the first or in the second layer or 
in both. These features were of two types - shallow and irregular­
shaped pits, and quite deep holes, probably for posts (see Figure 25). 
Pits which were visible at the surface of the top layer usually 
contained dark charcoal-rich silty sand, and may have been for 
burning dry grass and wood prior to cultivation of the site in recent 
times. The pits present from the middle or base of the first layer 
and in the second layer always contained ceramic sherds and sometimes 
beads, which appear to have been deliberately buried. Post holes were 
encountered in both layers and ranged between 30-70 cms. in depth.
Their diameters were relatively small, and I do not think they belonged 
to dwelling houses, but rather to shelters or other light structures.
As a whole, the quantities of ceramic sherds and other objects found 
at this Locus were small. It is probable that Locus A was not within 
the main activity area of the site.
LOCUS B
This Locus lay about 88 m. east of Locus A. Much bigger than 
Locus A, it covered 50 sq. m. in area, and lay close to the eastern 
trenches excavated in 1968. The locus consisted of twelve trenches - 
ten of 2 x 1.5 m. and two of 1.5 x .50 m., which were finally 
amalgamated into one by baulk removal. As at Locus A, the topsoil
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showed signs of disturbance and charcoal concentration in some places, 
but these were not as extensive as those in Locus A. It was observed 
that the finds (which were more varied than those of Locus A) were 
concentrated in certain parts of the area, and other areas were 
completely sterile. Most trenches were excavated to 30 cms., but 
in some instances, excavation was suspended at the 20 cm. level due 
to lack of finds.
The stratigraphy of Locus B is identical to that of Locus A. 
The second layer was a white sand with yellow patches and localized iron 
concentrations. It was overlain by a relatively thin layer of black 
silty sand in which burning areas were also present, as in Locus A 
(see Figure 22). From Figure 26, it may be seen that "ceremonial 
pits of various sizes and depths were scattered all over the locus, but 
were mainly present in the top of the second layer. Post holes 
occurred in some places, and from their distributions, some might have 
belonged to a light shelter. The others were probably fence post holes 
or other light structures. The depths of these post holes ranged 
between 20 cms. and 40 cms., but there were a few which were as deep 
as 50-80 cms. The post holes appear to have been too small and too 
few for dwellings or large storage structures.
It was in this Locus that we were able to observe most clearly 
how the archaeological materials were actually buried in pits. Ceramic 
sherds, beads, glass and bronze bangles, and bronze ear-rings and finger 
rings were the main goods deposited in the "ceremonial" pits. One iron 
object had been deliberately placed in the ground in a special manner 
and was not associated with a pit (see Chapter VII, Page 87 ). The 
horizontal distributions of artefacts in this Locus showed that the 
trenches in the northern half, especially those near the edge of the 
river bank, contained the main concentrations. The area close to the 
river may thus have been the main focus for ceremonial activities.
1. See Chapter VI for discussion.
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F ig u re  23.  Histograms showing f r e q u e n c i e s  of  l o c a l  and imported 
p o t t e r i e s  by dep ths  a t  Loci A and B, Sungai  Lumut.
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5 Cms
Figure 24. Excavated local earthenwares from Sungai Lumut.
A (i & ii). Type I (cooking pots with non-thickened 
lips); B. Type II (cooking pot with slightly 
thickened neck); C. Type III (spout); D. Type IV 
(lug of large jar); E. the only decorated sherd from 
this site, an incised pattern.
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CHAPTER VI: THE POTTERY FROM SUNGAI LUMUT
As at Kupang, pottery was the most common artefact class in 
the Sungai Lumut assemblage. Other finds included beads, bronze, glass 
and iron objects, and they are described in Chapter VII.
The pottery has been classified into the local and imported
categories previously established for Kupang. However, unlike Kupang,
the local pottery is much less frequent than the imported, and only
amounted to 39 sherds (2.9%), compared to 1309^ (97.1%) imported (see
Table XX & Figure 23). The pottery was mainly concentrated between 0
and 30 cms., and especially between 10 and 20 cms. in depth (see Figure
23). These depths correspond to those recorded for the 1968 excavations,
in which depths between 6 and 18 inches (12-36 cms.) were particularly
rich in finds (Harrisson & Shariffuddin 1969:26-27). Chronologically,
the local pottery was contemporary with the imported, and the latter is
2dated mainly to between the 14th and 15th centuries.
Table XX. Basic distribution of pottery sherds at Sungai Lumut.
Pottery
type A
Locus
B Total %
Local 19 20 39 2.9
Imported 180 1129 1309 97.1
Totals 199 1149 1348 100.0
The analysis of local pottery from this site will not be as
detailed as for Kupang, chiefly because the sample is too small. However,
I use the same terminology as in the Kupang analysis. The imported
1. This figure does not include one complete stoneware lid.
2. Harrisson & Shariffuddin state that the ceramics from Lumut are 
mainly of late 14th to early 16th century date.
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ceramics are identified according to the typology developed by 
Harrisson & Shariffuddin for the Chinese and Siamese wares excavated 
from this site in 1968. Unidentified or very fragmentary ceramic sherds 
have been grouped into a separate miscellaneous class.
The most interesting feature of the Lumut site lies not in 
the imported ceramics themselves, but rather in the manner in which 
they were deposited in the ground. This aspect will be discussed in 
the later part of this chapter.
LOCAL POTTERY
The local pottery from Lumut is different to that from Kupang,
and of a poorer quality. I have not found any affinities in other Brunei
3sites to date, not even with the contemporary pottery at Kota Batu .
Of the 39 sherds of local pottery excavated at Lumut, 19 (48.7%) 
came from Locus A and the other 20 (51.3%) from Locus B. They are mainly 
rim sherds together with one spout of a possible kendi, and a single lug 
handle from a jar. This analysis of local pottery is concerned with 
fabric types and vessel shapes only, since decoration is absent except 
in one case of incision (see Figure 24E). No sherds with paddle-impressed 
decoration, previously described by Harrisson & Shariffuddin (1969,
Plate XXIXb) for Lumut, were found in my excavations.
3. The Kota Batu earthenwares, although largely plain, have decoration 
which may indicate affinity with the Kupang earthenwares. The 
shell-edge motif and techniques such as applique, ribbing and stamping, 
common in the Kupang local pottery, are also present in the Kota Batu 
local pottery but absent in the Lumut local assemblage. So the Lumut 
earthenwares, particularly those acquired from the 1978 excavations 
show no resemblance at all to those from Kota Batu, despite the 
contemporary dates for the two sites. However, one paddle-impressed 
pot was collected at Lumut in 1968, and shows similarity in decorative 
motifs to some of the paddle-impressed local pottery from Kupang and 
Tanjong Kubor. This pot was almost complete, and may predate the 
assemblage described in this chapter.
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FABRIC
Three types of fabric have been identified for the Lumut 
earthenwares, but they are not of the same types as at Kupang.
1. A soft fragile fabric with no inclusions, fired to an 
ochre or cream colour throughout.
2. This fabric has two layers, an outer of an ochre to cream 
colour, and an inner of a light grey colour. Coarsely 
grained temper is present throughout, and probably of 
crushed pottery.
3. A red-brown fabric, with small black and white inclusions, 
probably of coarse sand. This fabric is harder than the 
other two.
Table XXI. Fabric distribution in local pottery sherds from Sungai Lumut.
Locus
1
Fabric
2 3
Total Total%
A - 6 13 19 48.7
B 5 2 13 20 51.3
Totals 5 8 26 39 100.0
12.8% 20.5% 66.7%
Fabric 3 sherds are the most common in the Lumut local
assemblage followed by fabrics 2 and 1 respectively. Locus B has sherds
with all fabric types, whereas Locus A has no sherds with fabric 1
(see Table XXI) 
VESSEL TYPES
The local pottery from the Lumut excavations consists of a 
restricted range of vessel types. Four may be identified from the small 
sample, based mainly on rim shapes.
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I. Cooking pots with everted non-thickened rims, and rim 
diameters ranging between 8 cms. and 12 cms. (see Figure 24A(i),(ii)).
II. Cooking pots, with slightly thickened necks (see 
Figure 24B).
III A vessel spout, probably from a kendi (see Figure 24C).
IV A lug of a large jar (see Figure 24D).
Table XXII. Distribution of local vessel types from Sungai Lumut.
Locus Vessel type Total
I II III IV
A 2 - 1 1 4
B 15 2 - - 17
Totals 17 2 1 1 21
Although Locus B has only vessel types I and II, they constitute
the major proportion (81%) of the total number of sherds from Lumut.
Locus A, on the other hand, has only 4 sherds (19%) , despite the presence
of three vessel types. Also present in the local pottery assemblage are
sherds of a flat-based jar which came from Locus B.
Table XXIII. Sungai Lumut: Vessel types according to fabric.
Fabric Vessel type Total
I II III IV
1 3 - - - 3
2 1 - 1 1 3
3 13 2 - - 15
Totals 17 2 1 1 21
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Unlike the local pottery from Kupang, the fabric types at 
Lumut are not closely confined to certain vessel types. In general 
fabric 3 occurred most commonly in type I vessels, while fabric 2, 
despite its rarity, seems to have a wider distribution in terms of 
vessel types (see Table XXIII). However, the smallness of the Lumut 
sample makes further observations unnecessary.
In the following paragraphs, the distribution of local 
pottery in each locus will be examined.
LOCUS A
The vertical distribution of local pottery in Locus A is
shown in Figure 23. It was almost absent in the top 10 cms., and mainly
concentrated between 10 and 20 cms. This distribution differs from that
for imported sherds.
Table XXIV. Sungai Lumut: Distribution of vessel types by depth in
Locus A.
Depth (cm.) Vessel type Total
I II III IV
0-10 - - - -
10-20 1 1 1 3
20-30 1 - - 1
30-40 - - - -
Totals 2 1 1 4
LOCUS B
As in Locus A, the local pottery here is heavily outnumbered 
by imported (see Figure 23 & Table XX). It occurs mainly between 10 and 
20 cms., as in Locus A.
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Table XXV. Sungai Lumut: Distribution of vessel types by depth in
Locus B.
Depth (cm. ) Vessel type Total
I II III IV
0-10 3 - - 3
10-20 9 2 - 11
20-30 - - - -
30-40 3 - - 3
Totals 15 2 - 17
The total number of local and imported pottery sherds
excavated in Locus B is much greater than that for Locus A. This
suggests that Locus B was a major activity area within the Sungai 
Lumut site.
IMPORTED CERAMICS
The imported ceramics from Lumut were predominantly of 14th 
and 15th century date, and fall within the Yüan and Ming periods, mainly 
the latter.
All Harrisson & Shariffuddin's six classes (A-F) for Chinese 
and Siamese ceramics from the 1968 excavations are present in the sample 
from my excavations (see Table XXVI). The most common types of all 
classifiable sherds are F and D (in that order), which corresponds to 
the situation observed in 1968. Of the 2,742 stoneware and porcelain 
sherds excavated at Lumut in 1968, 1,024 belonged to class F and 702 to 
class D (Harrisson & Shariffuddin 1969:28).
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Table XXVI. Distribution of imported ceramics from the Sungai Lumut 
excavations.
Locus Harrisson & Shariffuddin's typology Total
A B C D E F M
A 25 12 - 10 16 71 46 180
B 117 51 19 150 76 409 307 1129
Totals 142 63 19 160 92 480 353 1309
A : Celadons of South Chinese provenance
B : White wares from south China
C : Other monochromes (and indistinct wares) of south Chinese provenance 
D : Blue - white wares from south China
E : Siamese (Sawankhalok and Sukothai) wares
F : Coarse stonewares from south China and adjacent areas
M : Miscellaneous, mainly unclassifiable sherds of Chinese and
Siamese type. The divisions within this class are mentioned 
in appropriate parts of this chapter.
The Siamese wares constitute a very small percentage (7%) of
the total number of imported ceramics excavated in 1978, and this parallels
the percentage (5.4%) of these wares excavated in 1968. The limited
numbers of such ceramics may imply that they were not the main goods
traded into Brunei by the Siamese merchants, who came to Brunei mainly
4to trade with gold and slaves .
LOCUS A
Imported ceramics in this locus were concentrated in the 
upper two levels (0-20 cms.), and gradually decreased in number below 
this, until they were completely absent at 30 cms. (see Figure 23 and 
Table XXVII). Observe that the imported sherds were most numerous
4. Pigafetta(l874:85). This suggestion is derived from Pigafetta's 
account that merchants from Siam travelled to Cebu to trade with 
gold and slaves.
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Table XXVII. Sungai Lumut: Vertical distribution of imported ceramic
sherds in Locus A.
Depth (cm.) A B C D E F
i
M
ii iii
Total
0-10 10 7 - 7 10 40 15 5 16 110
10-20 11 4 - 2 5 29 3 2 5 61
20-30 4 1 - 1 1 2 - - - 9
30-40 - - - - - - - - - -
Totals 25 12 _ 10 16 71 18 7 21 180
between 0 and 10 cms., while the local sherds reached their highest 
number between 10 and 20 cms. The significance of this observation is 
uncertain, due to the small number of local sherds.
The most numerous classes present in the Locus A assemblage 
are F and A respectively. Class C is completely absent (see Table 
XXVII). The miscellaneous class comprises three different divisions 
namely: (i) miscellaneous blue-white, grey and white wares, (ii)
Siamese white-glazed bowls, and (iii) miscellaneous Chinese stoneware 
sherds with grey, brown or buffish glazes.
LOCUS B
Unlike Locus A, the imported ceramics from this locus were 
mainly concentrated between 10 and 20 cms. However, their numbers 
decrease progressively from 20 cms. downwards (see Figure 23 & Table 
XXVIII). In terms of ceramic classes, F and D are now the most common, 
but the change may not be of great significance.
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Table XXVIII. Sungai Lumut: Vertical distribution of imported ceramic
sherds in Locus B.
Depth (cm. ) A B C D E F
i
M
iii
Total
0-10 32 20 2 39 22 138 29 19 57 358
10-20 57 23 10 85 46 206 41 32 59 559
20-30 24 8 5 19 4 57 15 9 33 174
30-40 4 - 2 7 4 8 1 2 10 38
Totals 117 51 19 150 76 409 86 62 159 1129
AN INTERESTING ASPECT OF THE SUNGAI LUMUT SITE
As I mentioned earlier, the most interesting aspect of the 
Lumut site concerns the manner in which the pottery sherds were deposited 
in the ground.
Numerous pits of varying sizes and depths were encountered 
in the upper levels of the site, particularly between 5 and 30 cms. in 
depth. These pits were shallow, generally 20-25 cms. deep, and were 
scattered throughout most trenches (see Figure 26). In many cases 
ceramic sherds were placed in the pits, either singly or in clusters, 
sometimes with beads and/or glass, bronze and iron objects (see Chapter 
VII, Table XXXII for details). The manner of placement suggests that 
they were deliberately buried for special purposes. In most instances 
the potsherds were deposited with their bases up, with beads or other 
objects placed under them, and in some cases they were first covered 
with very fine sand before being buried.
Taking these circumstances into consideration, I am of 
the opinion that the Lumut site was not a burial ground, as was 
suggested by Harrisson and Shariffuddin. The following points may be 
listed in support of my view:
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(a) Vessels with perforated bases which Harrisson and 
Shariffuddin originally interpreted as burial jars, were almost non­
existent in my excavations. Furthermore, the perforated vessels 
recovered in 1968 were too small to have served in this fashion (see 
Plate 4b). I believe that such vessels, along with the other ceramics, 
were used in a ceremony during which most of them were smashed, and in 
some cases the bottoms of the jars were mutilated in order to prevent 
people from using them again (see Rutter 1929:216). No single complete 
vessels were recovered from the 1968 or the 1978 excavations. The
few complete pieces recovered prior to the 1968 excavations were 
probably not directly involved in this ceremonial activity.
(b) No human bones were found during the 1968 or 1978 g
excavations. If jar burial (which existed in other parts of Brunei) 
was practised at Lumut, then traces of bone should have survived, 
taking into account a time-span of only 500 years and the sandy soil 
of the site.
Therefore, I interpret the Lumut site as an area where 
religious ceremonies took place, during which ceramics were buried 
with other objects as offerings. Precise details of these ceremonies 
cannot now be constructed, and I have not found evidence for similar 
practices in Brunei ethnography.
5. Jar burial was practised in some parts of Brunei, particularly in 
Tutong, where in 1974, I recovered a large jar from a burial ground 
containing human bones and offerings, particularly metal objects, 
chiefly of bronze. This jar had no basal perforation.
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Figure 25. Features and small finds present in Locus A, Sungai Lumut.
Depths refer to tops and bottoms of features, measured from 
the ground surface.
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CHAPTER VII; THE SMALL FINDS FROM SUNGAI LUMUT
Most of the small finds from the Lumut site were ornamental
objects such as beads, bangles, finger rings and an ear ring, and they
were mainly made of glass or bronze'*'. The non-ornamental objects
included a parang (long knife), spear head, an adze, and a knife-like
object all made from iron, together with a number of bronze fragments
2of a musical instrument called a qulinqtangan . Within this assemblage, 
beads are the most common, followed by bronze and glass objects in that 
order (see Table XXIX). Most of these finds came from Locus B.
106 beads were recovered from the site, mainly in Locus B, 
and the majority of them were present between 10-30 cms. Most, 
particularly the small ones, were collected through sieving, using a 
2 mm. mesh. The diameters of the beads range between 2.5 and 12 mm.; 
those of 3 mm. in diameter are the most common, comprising 54 (or 50.9%) 
of the total number. Beads with diameters between 5 mm. and 12 mm. 
comprise 10 (or 9.4% of the total), as against 2.2% for those of this 
size range recovered in 1968. Practically all the beads were made from 
glass, except one small one (2.5 mm. in diameter) made from shell, and 
none were made from stone as found in 1968. No carnelian beads were 
found and this type is very rare in Brunei sites.
With respect to colour, the beads are all monochrome and most 
of them are dull or opaque, except those 10 mm. (l cm.) or over in 
diameter which are normally glassy or transparent.
1. No metallurgical analyses have yet been made, and it is possible that 
some of the objects could be of brass, especially if made locally.
2. A small gong-like instrument, usually made of brass or bronze with a 
hemispherical boss and slightly raised central area. Gulinqtanqan 
are always used in sets of eight, resting on strings fastened to the 
cross-pieces of a long wooden frame, and are struck with two wooden 
beaters.
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Table XXIX. Small f i n d s  from th e  Sungai Lumut e x c a v a t i o n s .
if)
X if)
o -P if)
- — S <D O X
• , r ~) <D o
£ X •<—) <D
o O X ** )
O X
O) o if)
x if ) N if) 1— 1
X T3 C if) c 03
C L ro O 03 o X
<L> O) P •— 1 fH O
Q CQ CQ o 1— 1 X
0 -1 0 3 - - - 3
10-20 1 24* - - 25
20-30 1 - - 2 3
30-40 - - - - -
0 -1 0 1 9** 4+ - 14
m 10 -20
<s) 22
5* * ~ * 5*H- 1 33
o 20-30 78 4 * * * * 1+++ 1 84
30-40
T o t a l s  106 42 10 4 162
* Fragments of  a q u l in q ta n q a n
** All  f r agm en ts ,  t h e  lower p a r t  o f  a bronze  cup and p a r t s  of  an
u n i d e n t i f i e d  o b j e c t
*** 1 comple te b an g le ,  1 comple te ea r  r i n g ,  1 bang le  f ragment,
1 p i e c e  of  w ire  and 1 f ragment of  an u n i d e n t i f i e d  o b j e c t
**** AH f i n g e r  r i n g s ,  3 comple te ,  1 fragment 
+ Fragments of  3 bang les
++ Fragments of  2 bang les
-H-+ Fragment of  a bangle
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Table XXX. Glass beads from the Sungai Lumut site by colour.
Locus Green White Blue Brown Yellow Black Total
A 4 - 1 - - - 5
B 30 34 21 11 3 2 101
Totals 34 34 22 11 3 2 106
% 32.1 32.1 20.8 10.4 2.8 1.9 100.1
All colour types in the 1968 beads are present in the 1978
assemblage , except red. One of the blue beads, cylindrical in shape,
has "veins" or spiral motifs on its surface.
The high percentage (32.1%) of green beads in the 1978 
assemblage runs contrary to the 1968 statistics, in which the greens 
only constituted 4%. However, this is of little significance, since 
the designation of "green" beads in the 1978 assemblage is arbitrary, 
in the sense that this colour overlaps with blue. Black and yellow 
beads are rare (see Table XXX), and the former were absent in the 1968 
bead assemblage.
Table XXXI. Beads from the Sungai Lumut site by shape.
Locus Disc Barrel
shaped
Oval Cylindrical Pulley­
shaped
Total
A 5 _ _ _ - 5
B 92 6 1 1 1 101
Totals 97 6 1 1 1 106
% 91.5 5.7 0.9 0.9 0.9 99.
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F ig u re  27. Small f i n d s  from Sungai Lumut; a .  Massive g l a s s  bang le ;
b.  Narrow g l a s s  bang le  ( a l l  r e c o n s t r u c t e d ) ;  c .  P u l l e y ­
shaped bead.
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In terms of manufacture, the beads from Lumut were of 
relatively inferior workmanship, and most of them were not properly 
shaped. Some small beads (those under 5 mm. in diameter) have traces 
of initial polish, but the large beads (10-12 mm. in diameter) showed 
no polish and were quite rough to the feel. Barrel-shaped beads are 
less common than disc-shaped, and their diameters are rarely under 5 mm.
A pulley-shaped bead, the only one present in the 1978 bead assemblage 
is perhaps the type that was described by Harrisson and Shariffuddin 
as a doubled bead (Harrisson & Shariffuddin 1969:51-52), because it 
has quite a deep groove around its edge (see Figure 27c).
As was mentioned in the last chapter, the beads were sometimes 
buried together with ceramics or other objects in pits (see Table XXXII).
It is hard to determine the dates of the beads with certainty; however, 
since they were associated with the imported ceramics they may be placed 
mainly in the 14th and 15th centuries.
There are 42 bronze fragments, which include a few complete 
objects (see Table XXIX). From Locus A all the 24 fragments were parts 
of a qulingtanqan of about 14 cms. in diameter (see Plate 41). The 
bronze items from Locus B included a complete bangle and an ear-ring,
3 complete finger-rings, together with fragments of another bangle, 
another finger-ring, the lower part of a bronze cup, a piece of wire 
and fragments of unidentified objects. None of these items had any 
surface decoration, and the complete bangle, ear-ring and finger-rings 
were round in cross-section. The broken bangle and finger-ring had a 
triangular and round cross-sections respectively.
In terms of shape, the complete bangle and ear-ring are not 
perfectly round, and have diameters of 5 cms. (50 mm.) and 3.6 cms. (36 mm.) 
respectively (see Plate 41). The finger-rings have an average diameter 
of 2.5 cms. (25 mm.).
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Therefore, there are nine clearly identifiable bronze objects 
from the Lumut site, namely one qulinqtanqan, one bronze cup, one ear-ring, 
two bronze bangles and four finger-rings. As with the beads it is 
assumed that the bronze objects were contemporary with the imported 
ceramics since they were frequently associated with them.
Glass fragments were only present in Locus B, and they are all 
parts of bangles. At least six have been identified from the total of 
10 fragments - 3 in 0-10 cms., 2 in 10-20 cms. and 1 in 20-30 cms.
Except one which came from 20-30 cms. (see Figure 27b), all have massive 
bodies and more or less triangular cross-sections (see Figure 27a). The 
exception is narrower and has a semi-spherical cross-section. The colour 
of the bangles is basically a jade green, but variations in shade can be 
observed; for instance, the massive types are lighter and more transparent 
than the narrow one which is deeper in colour.
The iron objects recovered are mainly weapons and tool, 
namely a parang, a spear head and an adze. All these artefacts are 
either complete or almost complete, despite being heavily rusted (see 
Plate 39). The approximate lengths of these artefacts are as follows: 
parang 41.8 cms., spear head 35.5 cms., adze 20 cms., (and 7 cms., wide 
at the cutting edge).
As far as dates are concerned, the parang and spear head 
(found in Locus A) were probably contemporary with the imported ceramics, 
although they were not placed directly in pits. Both were found together 
lying horizontally, and the soil above did not show any signs of recent 
disturbance.
The adze from Locus B, on the other hand, was isolated from 
the other small finds in Locus B, being embedded very close to the 
eastern wall of baulk VIIl/X (see Figure 26). It was not associated with 
any other artefacts or in a pit, and was found standing vertically with 
its blade up as if it had deliberately been pushed into the ground from 
the surface. Therefore, it is probably of recent date.
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Table XXXII. Materials found in pits of Locus B, Sungai Lumut.*
Pit No. Contents
Beads Ceramic
sherds
Bronze 
obj ects
Glass 
obj ects
Iron
objects
1 - 8 - - -
2 - 7 - - -
3 - 1 - - -
4 - 2 - - -
5 - 11 - - -
6 - 11 - - -
7 - 2 1 - -
8 1 19 - - -
9 1 5 - 1 -
10 - 24 - - -
11 - 14 - - -
12 - 8 4 - -
13 - 15 - - -
14 1 47 - 1 1
15 - - - - -
16 - 7 - 1 -
17 1 30 - - -
Totals 4 211 5 3 1
* See Figure 26 for numbers and depths of pits
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Another iron object found in Locus B, but contemporary with 
other small finds from this locus, is a knife-like object. It was also 
found with some ceramic sherds.
Another material found at the Lumut site comprised a few 
pieces (16 gms.) of sulphur, present from 10-20 cms. to the lowest level 
in Locus B. The presence of this mineral in Lumut might suggest its 
use in ceremonial activities, but nothing is known of its specific 
application.
To sum up, it may be appropriate to say that the majority 
of the small finds from this site were deposited during ceremonial 
activities. They were certainly not associated with burials or any 
regular occupation layers.
SUMMARY OF SUNGAI LUMUT
Activity at Sungai Lumut commenced later than at Kupang, and 
the presence of significant quantities of 14th-15th century pottery of 
Chinese and Siamese origin places it mainly in the Ming period. Contrary 
to Kupang, only a very small quantity of local pottery was present in 
the assemblage. This circumstance is similar to that in the contemporary 
site of Kota Batu, and furthermore, the local pottery from Sungai Lumut 
is entirely different in fabric and vessel type from that of Kupang.
Harrisson & Shariffuddin (1969) claimed that Sungai Lumut was 
a 15th century burial ground, mainly because they found a small number of 
mutilated jars in the 1968 pottery assemblage. However, my excavation 
results question the validity of this theory. The presences of features 
such as postholes and shallow pits in which ceramic sherds, beads, glass 
and bronze objects were specially buried, tend to suggest that the site 
was in fact an area for ceremonial activities in which the pottery was 
smashed before being deposited in the ground. Unfortunately, this 
practice is unknown today in Brunei ethnography. The absences of human 
or animal bones, and the non-existence of mutilated jars from my own 
excavations further weaken the burial-ground theory.
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PART III: THE POTTERY FROM BRUNEI: A COMPARATIVE STUDY.
CHAPTER VIII: THE EXTERNAL AFFINITIES OF THE LOCAL POTTERY FROM KUPANG
This chapter deals specifically with the external relationships 
of the earthenware pottery from Kupang. The Lumut local pottery from the 
1978 excavations is not considered here owing to its small sample size.
As was emphasized earlier, the Kupang local pottery is very 
closely related to certain assemblages found in neighbouring countries 
like Sarawak and Malaya, and even Hong Kong. The criteria used in this 
comparison are primarily those of decoration, vessel type and rim shape. 
Petrological and x-ray diffraction analyses of some of the sherds from 
the Borneo and Hong Kong sites have also been made in an attempt to 
determine the extent to which they are similar, and in the later part 
of the chapter I offer an hypothesis to explain the observations.
During my visit to the Sarawak Museum in January 1978 I was 
able to examine the large collection of earthenware sherds excavated at 
several sites in Sarawak, and it was interesting to find that many of the 
Kupang local pottery sherds, particularly in the paddle-impressed 
categories, are closely paralleled. Patterns such as ribbed, curvilinear, 
diamond and triangular, herringbone and rectilinear are very common in 
the Tanjong Kubor sherds (Solheim 196b). They are also present in the 
sherds found at Gedong (Nyandoh & Chin 1969), Ensika (Chin & Nyandoh 
1975), Bongkisam^, Kaim Hitam (Niah Caves)(Solheim, Harrisson & Wall 196l), 
Muara Tebas (surface finds) and Tanjong Bang (surface finds).
1. Although the excavations at Bongkisam have been published (see
Harrisson & O'Connor 1967; 1969) and cited in many of the Harrissons'
papers, very little attention has been given to the analysis of the 
earthenwares from this site. See also Cheng (1969:12).
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Many of the vessel types, particularly Kupang types I, II, IV 
and V, are also paralleled in the Tanjong Kubor earthenware assemblage.
The rim shapes of the first two types are identical to the Tanjong 
Kubor rims illustrated by Solheim in Figures 9, 10 and 11 of his report 
(Solheim 1965). Kupang type I vessels are also found at Gedong, Ensika, 
Bongkisam, Kain Hitam (Niah Caves), Muara Tebas and Tanjong Bang (see 
Plates 16-18, 20, 21 & Figure 28 for rim shapes). Kupang type IV 
vessels (phallic handles) (see Plate 11 & Figure 10D(ii), (iii)) are 
also present in the Tanjong Kubor and Bongkisam earthenware assemblages. 
For this reason, the term "Tanjong Kubor Ware" (Bellwood & Omar 1978) 
has been proposed for these very closely related pottery assemblages 
from Borneo, which also encompasses those from the other sites 
mentioned later in this chapter.
Kupang type V vessels (or Harrisson's type III) (see Plate 12
& Figure 10E) are also known from Kain Hitam (Harrisson 1971) and possibly
Tanjong Kubor. The presence of this vessel type at Kupang is important
since Harrisson (1971:38; 1974:144) considered it as being restricted to
the Niah sites. He also suggested that "there is no good evidence that
they were used in the ordinary or domestic sense" (Harrisson 1971:38).
These general statements of Harrisson's are invalidated with the new
evidence from Kupang. Although only one double spouted vessel sherd
was recovered from the excavations here, the quantities from the surface 
2collections lead me to suggest that the vessels of Harrisson's types III 
and possibly lib (Harrisson 1971:51, Figures 7 & 8) (both with bridges) 
might have been manufactured in Brunei, and perhaps traded to Niah and 
even Tanjong Kubor. Unfortunately, I have no samples from these sites 
available for comparative/petrographic studies.
2. Although the total number of collected pieces is not available, my 
estimate from the lots so far stored is of about 10-20, which does 
not include those possibly still mixed up with other (unsorted) sherds. 
The total number of Niah double-spouted vessels is 50, of which only 4 
are type III and 3 type lib.
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Figure 28. Rims of local vessels from Sarawak which are identical
to Kupang type I rims; a. Tanjong Kubor; b. Bongkisam; 
c. Muara Tebas.
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Furthermore, Harrisson's belief that they were not clearly
"used in the ordinary or domestic sense" is not supported by their
presence in the Kupang settlement. The presence of double-spouted
vessels with other types of domestic vessels in this site leave no
doubt that they were used in the ordinary manner as the daily-used
utensils. No evidence of any burial association was present in the
site. In terms of date, Kupang type V vessels fall within the Sung
3
period, or probably earlier .
For sites outside Borneo, it is interesting to find that 
the earthenwares excavated at Johore Lama (southern Malaya) (see 
Gibson-Hill 1955; Solheim & Green 1965) in the 1950s have specific 
carved-paddle-impressed patterns very similar to those from Kupang 
and Tanjong Kubor, especially the diamond and triangular motifs, the 
herringbones and some rectilinear patterns (Gibson-Hill 1955, Plates 
8, 9, 14). The same may be suggested for the earthenwares from Lamma 
Island, near Hong Kong (Finn 1958). However, these relationships are 
hard to prove since the dates for the two sites differ from those of 
Kupang - the Johore Lama sherds date to the 16th-17th centuries A.D., 
and the Lamma Island sherds probably date to the 5th-2nd centuries B.C.
What is more exciting, is that earthenwares which are 
identical to the Kupang local pottery may be present in a site on Tung 
Kwu Island, Hong Kong^. The site was first excavated by Schofield (1969) 
in the 1930s, and the work was continued in 1968, 1973 and 1974 by the 
Hong Kong Archaeological Society (Kelly 1974; Meacham 1974). As at 
Kupang and in the Sarawak River Delta sites, the earthenwares of Tung 
Kwu were associated with Sung pottery in the upper levels of the site. 
Patterns such as curvilinear, herringbones, diamond and other rectilinear 
forms are present on the Tung Kwu earthenware sherds (Kelly 1974,
Figure 8).
3. Harrisson (1971: 70, 76; 1974, Plate i) suggested that his type III
dated between 500-1000 A.D.
4. Personal communication from B.V. Peacock of the Hong Kong Museum of 
History when he visited the Brunei Museum early in 1978. Mr. P.S. 
Bellwood was also in Hong Kong in February 1978, and on his return to 
Canberra he brought back a few pieces of the lung Kwu earthenware sherds.
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LABORATORY ANALYSES OF TANJONG KUBOR FABRICS FROM BRUNEI, SARAWAK 
AND HONG KONG.*
With permission from the museums in Brunei, Kuching and 
Hong Kong, sherds from the sites from Kupang, Tanjong Kubor, Gedong, 
Ensika and Tung Kwu were brought back to Canberra and analysed through 
thin sections and x-ray diffraction. The thin-sections were very 
kindly prepared by Mr. A.L. Watchman in the Department of Prehistory 
and Anthropology, A.N.U., and the x-ray diffraction analyses were 
run by Dr. R.A. Eggleton of the Geology Department. I am very 
grateful to both these colleagues for their assistance.
Purely on a visual level, the sherds fall into two groups, 
as follows:
1. Some sherds of type I vessels from Kupang and Gedong are 
fired to an even white or cream colour right through, 
and no cores are visible. These sherds have no visible 
temper. This is fabric type 2 as listed on page 22.
2. All other sherds (except the ones from Tung Kwu which 
were unfortunately too fragmentary for visual certainty) 
have white or cream skins enclosing grey cores. They 
belong to fabric type I as listed on page 22. Within 
the cores the fragments of grog are visible as inclusions 
ranging in colour from dark-grey to white. The grog 
quite clearly comes from Tanjong Kubor ware, and this is 
apparent in the thin-sections. The cores from Kupang and 
Tanjong Kubor do seem slightly different with respect to 
shades of grey, and this could reflect differences in 
firing conditions or clay source.
The x-ray diffraction analyses yielded the following results:
* Abstracted from Bellwood and Omar (1978).
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a) All sherds contain one or more clay materials, plus quartz 
in large quantities (a natural component of the clay), 
anatase and (probably) feldspar. All sherds are virtually 
identical in composition (apart from the clay minerals
to be discussed below), and they cannot be separated into 
different groups according to geological source.
b) The sherds described in 2 (i.e. fabric l) above all contain
illite or kaolinite clay, but it is impossible to 
differentiate with certainty between the two. The sherds 
described under 1 (i.e. fabric 2) above contain only 
mullite, an alteration product formed when kaolinite is 
heated to about 1000#C and when illite is heated to 1100 C 
(Dr. R.A. Eggleton: Personal communication). These type I
vessels were therefore fired at over 1000 C, and it is 
possible that the visual absence of the grog temper in 
these sherds simply reflects fusion of temper and body to
a uniform fabric. This temperature observation is of 
importance, because temperatures of this order could only be 
maintained for the length of time necessary to produce 
mullite in a closed kiln (information from Mr. Owen Rye, 
Department of Prehistory, A.N.U.). Introduction of kiln 
firing, possibly from China, is not of course unlikely in 
Borneo at this time.
The thin-section analyses added the following observation:
c) All sherds show a dense groundmass of tiny quartz particles. 
The only groupings visible are those referred to under 1 
and 2 above, i.e. based on visibility or invisibility of 
grog. Minor variations in the density of the quartz 
groundmass are sometimes visible, but no coherent pattern
is visible.
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The implications of the typological and laboratory analyses 
are that the Tanjong Kubor ware is extremely homogeneous in design and 
technique of manufacture, and its distribution includes coastal northern 
Borneo, Malaya, and possibly Hong Kong. It is not likely that it was all 
made in and traded from one place, despite lack of differentiation in 
the laboratory results, and manufacture in two or more important entrepot 
locations, such as the Sarawak River Delta, Brunei Bay, and Johore Lama 
seems most likely. The makers of the Tanjong Kubor ware, wherever based, 
clearly lived within a network of trade and communication, and made their 
vessels for a market with fairly standardised demands.
However, there must always remain the possibility that only one 
centre of manufacture is involved, at least for Sarawak and Brunei. The 
laboratory analyses cannot contradict this view, and the slight differences 
in fabric appearance to the naked eye between Tanjong Kubor and Kupang 
could reflect a chronological difference rather than a difference in place 
of manufacture. Without tighter chronological control this problem 
cannot be resolved.
THE IMPLICATIONS OF THE TANJONG KUBOR WARE*
At the southern end of the South China Sea, the Tanjong Kubor 
ware represents the local enterprise in the great network of seaborne 
trade emanating mainly from southern China in the period between A.D.
1000 and 1500. Although presumably made locally in the densely- 
settled areas of Brunei Bay, the Sarawak River delta and Johore Lama, 
its makers nevertheless maintained a remarkable degree of stylistic 
homogeneity, presumably through a period of several centuries. Much of 
the pottery was certainly used locally for domestic purposes, but there 
is evidence that some was actually incorporated into the trade network 
itself, perhaps to contain local exports.
* A part of this section is also abstracted from Bellwood & Omar (1978)
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The ethnic background to the initial spread of the Tanjong 
Kubor ware is also an important question. Harrisson (1969b) has 
suggested that Bajau peoples may have been partly responsible, but 
the Bajaus are a Sabah and Sulu population, and so far no sites with 
Tanjong Kubor pottery have yet been found in these areas. While this 
may be regarded as a trivial argument against Harrisson's view, I 
would also point out that the major concentrations of Tanjong Kubor 
ware (southern Malaya, north-western Borneo) do overlap very well with 
the main areas inhabited today by the coastal Malay populations (eastern 
Sumatra, Malaya, the Riau and Lingga groups, and north-western Borneo).
I therefore suspect that the trade is connected with the spread of the 
ancestral Malay Language as a trading language to those areas where 
Malay is most commonly spoken today. In this regard, one might expect 
to find Tanjong Kubor ware in sites in eastern Sumatra and the Riau 
and Lingga groups in the future.
The Hong Kong examples, being very small in quantity, might 
have been brought here from north-western Borneo or southern Malaya by 
Chinese traders, not necessarily as direct trade pottery, but rather as 
cooking or storage facilities on ships, or as containers of local exports
In conclusion, the distribution of Tanjong Kubor pottery in 
the areas between South China and Borneo is not at all surprising, 
taking a trade mechanism as the main explanation. Of course, both 
local and Chinese traders were involved in this process, and the latter 
are very well-documented in historical records. It would not be 
surprising if Tanjong Kubor pottery were to be recovered in other sites 
in Southeast Asia, particularly around the fringes of the South China Sea
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CHAPTER IX: CHINESE AND OTHER IMPORTED CERAMICS IN SOUTHEAST ASIA:
THE EVIDENCE FOR ANCIENT TRADE.
The presence of Chinese ceramics in the countries of Southeast 
Asia has always been attributed to direct trade from China. Historical 
records reveal that Chinese traders had already reached the coast of 
northern Vietnam three centuries before the Christian era (Wang Gungwu 
1959:2). By the 1st century B.C., official relations between China 
and trading centres in Southeast Asia had been established, although 
the Chinese did not control the trade'*'. They were content to play a 
passive role down to the 10th century A.D.
During the T'ang dynasty (618-906 A.D.), China attracted
many traders from all parts of the world. However, the volume of
maritime trade with Southeast Asia at this time was still limited, and
was mainly in the hands of Persian and Arab middlemen (Wang Gungwu
1958:75; 1959:3; Tibbetts 1957:3, 37; Wheatley 1961:43-45). Although
T'ang pottery and porcelains were gaining fame throughout the Chinese
empire, exports of these wares to Southeast Asia were still small in
2quantity, at least until the later part of the dynasty .
The volume of trade with Southeast Asia rose during the Sung 
dynasty, and the direct interest of Chinese traders in the Southeast 
Asian sphere increased markedly (Wang Gungwu 1958:112). During the 
11th century, a significant number of Chinese traders actually visited 
Southeast Asia. This development of Southeast Asian trade was further 
stimulated by the rise of Southern China as a prominent maritime power 
during the Southern Sung dynasty (1127-1279 A.D.), a circumstance which
1. Ibid., p.2 It was the Yueh of Kwangtung and southern Fukien who first 
handled the trade, and later on the Persian and Arab merchants. 
According to Wang Gungwu (1958, footnote 2, p.115), the Yuehs were 
not "Chinese" until they were "sinicised" or finally assimilated into 
Chinese culture.
2. T'ang wares are almost non-existent in the Malay Peninsula, and 
relatively rare in Philippines, Borneo and perhaps Indonesia.
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provided better trading facilities in the mainland ports (Wang Gungwu 
1959:3; 1963:1b).
Chau Ju-Kua, the Inspector of Foreign Trade (Shi-po-shi) in 
Fukien, recorded several foreign countries around the South China Sea 
and Indian Ocean which were trading with China during the latter part 
of the 12th century (Hirth & Rockhill 1911)• The sources of his 
"Chu fan chih" were based exclusively on oral information given by 
Chinese and foreign traders.
The countries described by Chau Ju-Kua as trading with 
Chinese merchants include Annam (Chan-ch'ong); Cambodia (Chon-la); 
Kuantan (T'an-ma-ling), Langkasuka (Ling-ya-ssi-kia) and Beranang 
(Fo-lo-an) (or Kuala Berang, according to Wheatley 1961:78) all 
assumed to be in the Malay Peninsula; Brunei (P'o-ni); some of the 
Philippine Islands (Mai-i); Sunda (Sin-t'o); Palembang (San-fo-tsi); 
Kampar (Kien-pi) on eastern coast of Sumatra; and Java (Sho-p'o).
The Chinese traded porcelains, beads, copper cash, silver, gold, lead, 
cotton fabrics, incense and scented wood, sugar, iron and samshu for 
local goods such as tortoise shell, ivory, camphor, sandal wood, 
cardomoms, cloves, laka wood, kingfisher's feathers and damar (resin) 
(Hirth & Rockhill 1911; Wheatley 1959).
Most identifiable places in Southeast Asia mentioned in Chau's 
book are archaeologically recognizable through the presence of Sung 
pottery, although in some areas the amount is not significant. This 
Sung pottery is chiefly South Chinese in origin, manufactured in South 
Chinese kilns, especially in Fukien, Chekiang and Kwangtung provinces. 
The records of the Sung dynasty (Sung-shih) also mention Chinese trade 
from the ports of Canton and Ch'uan-chou to the Arab countries, the 
Malay Peninsula, Tongking, Siam, Java, Western Sumatra, Western Borneo, 
parts of the Philippines and other countries of Southeast Asia.
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By th e  middle of  th e  13th c e n tu ry ,  t h e  sou th e rn  t r a d e  was 
f l o u r i s h i n g  and w el l  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  and was com ple te ly  dominated by th e  
Chinese  (Locs in  & Locsin  1967 :5 ) .  The Sung p o l i c y  of  encouraging 
t h e  S o u th ea s t  Asian t r a d e  was l a t e r  adopted by th e  Yüan (Möngol) and 
Ming d y n a s t i e s  (Wang Gungwu 1 9 5 9 :3 ,5 ) .  During t h e  Ming p e r io d ,  t h e  
t r a d e  reached  i t s  peak p a r t l y  owing to  th e  voyages o f  General  Cheng Ho 
to  s e v e r a l  c o u n t r i e s  i n  S ou theas t  Asia between 1405 and 1435 (Wang 
Gungwu 1959: W i l l e t t s  1964).
This c h a p t e r  i s  ma inly  focussed  on th e  Chinese  and Siamese 
ceramic ty p e s  found a t  Kupang and Lumut, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  terms of  th e  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  t h e i r  a f f i n i t i e s  w ith  o t h e r  a s sem blages .  I w i l l  l i m i t  
th e  scope of  t h i s  compara t ive  s tudy  to  th o s e  r e g io n s  ly ing  between 
China and Borneo, namely T ha i lan d ,  t h e  Malay P e n in s u la  and t h e  P h i l i p p i n e s ,  
on t h e  assumption t h a t  t h e s e  were t h e  a rea s  th rough  which th e  Chinese  
t r a d e  passed .
SUNG ASSEMBLAGES
The imported ceramics  a t  Kupang a re  main ly  of  th e  Sung p e r io d ,  
and many of t h e  seven c l a s s e s  (A-G) i n  Z a in ie  & H a r r i s s o n ' s  Sarawak 
River  D e l t a  typo logy  a re  p r e s e n t  i n  s e v e r a l  o t h e r  s i t e s  in  Brune i .  The 
YUeh ty p e  bowls,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  Z a i n i e  & H a r r i s s o n ' s  B l b ( i i i )  (See Z a in ie  
& H a r r i s s o n  1967:56,  F igu re  VII ,  p .5 7 )  and B l d ( i )  (Z a i n i e  & H a r r i s s o n  
1967:59,  F igure  IX),  have been c o l l e c t e d  in  ve ry  l a r g e  q u a n t i t i e s  from 
Tanjong Batu (Omar 1974) and Mangsalut  (See P l a t e s  28,  29 ) .  These a re  
c o a r s e - d e c o r a t e d  bowls v a ry ing  i n  g la z e  c o lo u r  from grey  to  o l i v e  g reen ,  
cream and och re .  The i n t e r i o r s  a re  d e c o ra te d  w i th  i n c i s e d  f l o r a l  
d e s ig n s  and combed- inc ised  l i n e s ,  w h i le  th e  e x t e r i o r s  may be p l a i n  or  
d e c o ra te d  w i th  com b-inc ised  l i n e s  ( s e e  P l a t e s  2 6 - 2 9 ) .  Yüeh type  bowls 
must have been i n t e n s i v e l y  t r a d e d  i n t o  Brunei ,  and th e y  a re  one of  t h e  
most common ceramic ty p e s  found.
102
White wares (Ch'ing-Pai or Ying Ch'ing) are also quite common 
in Brunei sites. They have been reported from Kota Batu and from Mangsalut. 
Zainie & Harrisson's A2 (miscellaneous white forms) and A2a(v) (see Zainie 
& Harrisson 1967:48, Figure,V, p.50) were also collected at Mangsalut.
The latter type is described as "a smaller vase which has a thin body, 
glazed and molded relief decoration. This ware is made of four sections: 
a wide flaring mouth and tall neck, a two sectioned spherical or ovoid 
body, and a circular ring stand" (Zainie & Harrisson 1967:50). At 
Bintudoh, in the Tutong District, a number of complete white and ochre 
bowls, and ochre ewers have been collected and excavated in 1960s.
Some of the Lung-Chuan celadon types represented at Kupang 
were also encountered at Kota Batu together with Temmoku bowls and 
T'zu Chou wares. In the 1974 excavation at Tun Amas in Brunei, a small 
Temmoku bowl was recovered. Many types of coarse stonewares, particularly 
Zainie & Harrisson's GId (miscellaneous vessels), G2b (brittle jars and 
kendis) and G2c (brittle bowls) have also been found at Mangsalut.
In Sarawak, Zainie & Harrisson's seven (A-G) classes were all 
present in the Sarawak River Delta sites; in fact it was on the ceramic 
assemblages from these sites that the above typology was based. The 
important sites which have some or all of the seven classes are Tanjong 
Kubor^, Sungai Jaong (Harrisson & O'Connor 1969; Harrisson 1953-4:12), 
Bongkisam (Harrisson & O'Connor 1969; Harrisson 1953-4:12), Sungai Buah 
(Harrisson & O'Connor 1969; Harrisson 1953-4:12) and Tanjong Tegok 
(Harrisson 1968). Niah (Zainie & Harrisson 1967) and Gedong (Nyandoh & 
Chin 1969) also have the seven classes in their ceramic assemblages.
3. Harrisson & Harrisson (1957). They state that the fine dark green
celadons with incised designs, Tz'u Chou wares, green painted pieces, 
Ying Ching type boxes, cups, jars and ewers are all absent from this 
site (p.46).
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Sabah has imported pottery dated from the T'ang to the Ch'ing 
dynasties from several sites on the off-shore islands, in some places 
along the coasts and the rivers, and in the Gomantang, Tapadong, Madai 
and other caves (Harrisson & Harrisson 1971:216). However, the 
Harrissons mention that Lobang Tinggalan in the Baturong massif is the 
only site in Sabah which has produced Sung porcelains, particularly of 
green-glazed types, and coarse stonewares. The latter were also present 
at Bagdapo Cave and in the Tapadong formation. Other types of Sung wares
it
which are common in the Sarawak River Delta sites, such as Lung-Chuan
ft
celadons, Yueh wares and white wares (Ch'ing-Pai) are, so far, absent 
in Sabah.
In the Philippines, Sung pottery has been found in large quantities 
in various sites, notably on the Islands of Cebu, Mindoro, and in the 
provinces of Luzon which border Manila Bay and Laguna de Bay (Locsin &
Locsin 1967).
At Santa Ana (Manila) (Locsin & Locsin 1967), celadon wares and 
white (or what the Locsins called creamish-white) wares were present. The
If
majority of the celadons from this site belong to Lung-Chuan types which 
have a greyish to greyish-white body, and a thick transparent or opaque 
glaze varying in colour through different tones of grey, olive, green 
and blue-green. The other types which constitute the celadon group are
ft
Yueh wares and other cruder ones. The creamish-white wares from Santa 
Ana consist mainly of covered boxes, dishes and miniature vases.
Included in this class is a small vase of Zainie and Harrisson's type 
A2a(v). Ch'ing-Pai wares were also recovered at Santa Ana.
On the Malay Peninsula, only a very few sites have yielded Sung 
pottery to date, and they are distributed on both the west and east coasts 
of the Peninsula. In the north western state of Kedah, large quantities 
of Sung ceramics have been unearthed from many sites round the estuary of
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the Merbok River (See Evans 1927; Wales 1940; Sullivan 1958), and at 
Pengkalan Bujang, where Wales (194o ) found Sung celadons, including Lung- 
Chuan types, at his sites 18, 19,-20, 21. In addition in 1957, a team 
from the University of Malaya under Michael Sullivan found white wares 
including Ch’ing-Pai types, and a celadon (dated 13th-14th centuries) at 
the foot of Bukit Batu Lintang south of the estuary of the Merbok (Sullivan 
1960-61:64).
At Pengkalan Bujang, Lamb (1961) found large quantities of 
Sung sherds comprising celadons, green-glazed wares and white (Ch’ing- 
Pai) wares, including a small porcelain vase of Zainie & Harrisson's 
type A2a(v). Generally "the range of wares found at this site is very 
similar to that excavated at Santubong in Sarawak" (Sullivan 1960-61-65). 
Sung celadons were also found by Evans (1927) at Kuala Selinsing in 
Perak.
In Pahang on the eastern coast, Sung sherds have been reported 
from Kuantan and the Sungai Bebar (Jack-Hinton 1965). These include 
coarse white to grey stoneware jars, sherds of stoneware jars with buff 
through light brown to black glazing, and a small white jar, an example 
of what Harrisson called "Marco Polo ware"^. Lamb (1962:68) describes 
the ceramic sherds from these sites as being similar to those from 
Pengkalan Bujang.
On the island of Tioman, about 40 miles off the coast of Pahang, 
a variety of Sung-type sherds were found in 1962 in a rocksheiter 
(Medway 1962). These sherds were identified by Harrisson as being very 
similar to those from the Santubong sites. The majority of these sherds
n
represent small bowls, among which are green-glazed wares, Yueh green
I I
wares, white Ying Ch'ing types and a Lung-Chuan celadon.
4. This category consists of white translucent wares (porcelains)
including bottles, ewers, cups and covered boxes. The term has been 
adopted from a small jar in the Treasury of St. Mark in Venice, 
probably brought back from China by Marco Polo in the late 13th C., 
which is very similar to many excavated vessels in Sarawak.
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Sung ceramics, particularly Lung-Chuan celadons, have also been 
found in Thailand. These were perhaps imported before the Thais produced 
their own fine quality pottery, after King Rama Khamheng brought in 
Chinese potters in 1300. In 1959, Sung pottery was unearthed at the 
11th century Khmer ruin known as Prasada (Prasat) Hin Muang Khek, in 
northeast Thailand near Khorat (Spink 1965). The assemblage included 
celadons.
MING ASSEMBLAGES
The pottery excavated at Lumut in 1978, as in 1968, is mainly 
of Chinese (l4th-15th centuries) origin, together with a small quantity 
of Siamese pottery. Many of Harrisson & Shariffuddin's six (A-F) classes 
of imported Chinese ceramics at Lumut are present in other sites in 
Brunei and in Southeast Asia. They belong to the Ming dynasty and the
It
preceding Yuan. The Siamese pottery was manufactured at Sukothai in the 
early 14th century, and later at Sawankhalok from the middle of the 14th 
to perhaps the middle of the 15th century (Spink 1959:247). This 
Siamese pottery was exported mainly to the countries of island Southeast 
Asia "because it did not measure up to the standards of the Chinese 
export wares and most of it apparently went to the cheaper markets of 
Java, Borneo and the Philippines" (Spink 1959:309). It is possible that 
Chinese as well as Siamese traders were responsible for its distribution 
(Fox 1964:97).
In Brunei, the Ming and Siamese wares represented at Lumut 
were also present at Kota Batu and other (unstratified) sites. Ming 
blue-and-white wares, monochromes, celadons, coarse stonewares, and the 
Siamese wares, especially the Sawankhalok types such as celadon bowls
5and polychrome lidded boxes, were common in the Kota Batu assemblage . 
Unstratified sites like Jerudong and Delitan contain large quantities of 
Ming blue-and-white and coarse stoneware sherds, while at Merimbun
5. The assemblage comprises the ceramics that were excavated in 1952/53, 
and those that were collected in 1968. Also see Harrisson, B (1970).
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significant numbers of Siamese sherds have been collected.
In Sarawak, Brunei’s immediate neighbour, Ming wares of the 
15th-16th centuries are very rare according to Harrisson (Harrisson & 
Harrisson 1957). Most of the Chinese ceramics excavated there dated
I!
to between the T ’ang and Yuan periods (618-1368 A.D.). This is in 
contrast to Brunei where ceramics of Ming date are present in large 
quantities. The above phenomenon in Sarawak was referred to by 
Harrisson as the "Ming gap" (Harrisson 1958). Explanations have been 
given to justify this so-called "Ming gap" in Sarawak, one being that 
it is due to "the rise of the Brunei Sultanate and the concentration 
of trade on Brunei" (Sullivan 1960-62:70). However, despite the 
rarity of ceramics of Ming date, a few sites in the northern part of 
Sarawak and in the Sarawak River Delta are reported to have a small 
number present. At Sungai Ja’ong (Harrisson & O ’Connor 1968), some 
early Ming and quite a number of Sawankhalok sherds were recovered, 
and at Bongkisam (Harrisson & O'Connor 1968) some blue-and-white pieces 
of Ming date were also found. At Miri, whole vessels of Ming blue-and- 
white pottery have been recovered with extended burials (Sullivan 1960-62), 
and at Limbang and Lawas (Sullivan 1960-62:71) in Brunei Bay, large 
quantities of porcelains of early and middle Ming date have been found.
In addition to the excavated materials, quantities of Chinese,Siamese 
and Annamese wares are still being found in long houses throughout 
Sarawak as heirlooms (See Harrisson 1955c:549).
Various caves and open sites in Sabah have also produced Ming 
pottery. These include the Suluk Caves and the Agop Budgado Caves on the 
Lower Kinabatangan river; the Pusu Samang Alag Caves (Madai); Eno Island 
(off Labuan)(all burial sites) and an open site near Penampang (Harrisson 
& Harrisson 1971). Early Ming wares were found at Bagdapo (Tapadong, 
Segama River). Siamese wares, including celadons, however, have only 
been found in three sites, namely Madang Awan, Samang Itay (at Tapadong, 
Segama River) and in Sipit Cave in Darvel Bay (Harrisson & Harrisson 
1971), associated with early Ming wares.
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The Philippines have 104 sites that have yielded Ming wares 
(Patanne 1972:280), clear testimony to the trade with China during that 
period. From the sites at Calatagan (Fox 1959; 1964), Batangas
Province, southwest of Manila, large quantities of Ming and Siamese wares 
were recovered by Fox in 1958. At least 70% of the pottery recovered at 
Calatagan is from China, and mostly of early Ming date. The wares 
consisted mainly of South Chinese blue-and-whites of 14th and 15th 
century dates, monochromes (mainly celadons), coarse white wares and 
stonewares. Later Ming and Siamese pottery is uncommon in the northern 
Philippines owing to rapid Christianization of the Islands, when the 
practice of putting pottery in graves was discontinued (Fox 1964:100). 
However, late Ming pottery and Siamese wares are found in large numbers 
in the Visayas, Mindanao, Sulu and Palawan (southern Philippines), since 
these parts of the Archipelago were not fully dominated by the Spaniards.
Most of the wares excavated at Calatagan are identical to those 
recovered from Lumut, especially the blue-and-white Ming, the Sawankhalok 
polychrome lidded boxes and the Siamese celadon bowls. Chinese celadons, 
Chinese blue-and-white and Sawankhalok sherds have also been recovered 
from a site called Parian, "the Chinatown" established by the Spaniards 
in 1581 in Manila, excavated by Manuel in 1955 (Sullivan 1960-62:74-75). 
The 14th and 15th century Chinese wares have also been found in some 
graves at Santa Ana, and at Puerto Galera both 14th and 15th century 
Chinese and the Siamese (Sawankhalok) wares were encountered (Locsin & 
Locsin 1967).
In general, it is clear that the Siamese wares occurred in 
large quantities in the southern part of the Philippines. In central 
Philippine sites, they comprise up to 40% of some assemblages (Solheim 
1964). However, judging from the enormous quantities of Chinese ceramics 
present in some Philippines sites, it is apparent that "the Philippines 
must have been one of the major markets for the ceramic wares of China, 
particularly during the Ming period"(Aga Oglu 1961:250).
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The Malay Peninsula has more sites with Ming and Siamese wares 
than with T'ang or Sung pottery. In Johore Lama, the excavations 
conducted by William-Hunt and Sieveking in 1953 yielded large quantities 
of ceramics, including middle and late Ming celadons and a small quantity 
of Sawankhalok pottery (Sieveking, Wheatley & Gibson Hill 1954).
In Kelantan, celadons, early blue-and-white Ming and brown- 
glazed jars have been found; and from Pekan in Pahang, celadons, 
blue-and-white Ming, and Sawankhalok wares have also been reported 
(Sullivan 1960-2:66). Generally, very few early blue-and-white wares 
are present in the Kedah sites. The only site in Kedah to yield a large 
amount of blue-and-white Ming is Kampong Sireh (Sullivan 1960-2:66).
In 1958, an excavation was carried out by the University of Malaya in 
Malacca which yielded large range of 15th and early 16th century types 
(Sullivan 1960-2:65).
Blue-and-white Ming and Siamese (Sawankhalok) wares have also 
been found in Sulawesi. Coarse porcelains from South China are found 
in great abundance in Central Sumatra, in Palembang, in South Borneo, 
Madura, Bali and in the Lesser Sunda Islands (Van Orsoy 1969:39).
BRUNEI’S PLACE IN A NETWORK OF SOUTHEAST ASIAN TRADE
From the distribution of Chinese and Siamese wares in the 
countries of Southeast Asia, it could be suggested that these two exports 
were brought directly or indirectly into Brunei by Chinese, Siamese or 
other Southeast Asian traders. The South Chinese export wares were 
probably shipped from Canton or Ch'uan-chou during Sung times (Hirth & 
Rockhill 1911; Rockhill 1914), and a Chinese vessel from this region 
may have been wrecked off the headland of Tanjong Batu at the western tip 
of Brunei Bay (see Figure l). There is also a possibility that these 
ceramics were distributed onwards to other parts of Southeast Asia through 
Brunei. Since Brunei is located in a central position within Island 
Southeast Asia, it would have been a favourable location to serve as an
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entrepot, and this might be particularly true for traders who were 
active in other parts of Borneo, or in regions east and south of the 
island.
However, it is hard to reconstruct with certainty the routes 
used by the traders who came to Brunei, since the ceramics from the two 
origins are found over such wide regions. One can only generalize that 
the north-east monsoon (northern winter) would favour access via the 
Philippines, while the south-west monsoon (northern summer) would favour 
access from Malaya and south-western Borneo.
When did trade between Brunei and China actually commence?
This is another problem which we still cannot answer satisfactorily. 
Although Chinese records and archaeological evidence from Brunei suggest 
that trade between the two countries began as early as the Sung period, 
the Harrissons identified some of the Chinese ceramics and coins 
excavated at Kota Batu as being T'ang date (Harrisson & Harrisson 1953). 
However, it could be suggested that Sung potters deliberately maintained 
certain T'ang traditions in ceramic manufacture. Furthermore, early 
Chinese historical records do not make specific mention of trade between 
China and Brunei during the T'ang dynasty, and Wang Gungwu (1958) does 
not refer to Borneo or the Philippines in his survey of the Nanhai trade 
at this time. Therefore, on all the available evidence I would date the 
earliest trade relations between China and Brunei to the Sung dynasty, 
when Brunei was presumably ruled by non-Muslim leaders.
It is suggested here that foreign trade, especially of the 
intensity demonstrated in Brunei and Sarawak, could only be efficiently 
and conveniently developed with the existence of centralized authorities 
or governments. In the traditional form of Brunei government established 
at the commencement of the Sultanate, an office was created which was 
specifically concerned with foreign trade (the Pengiran Shahbandar - 
see Brown 1970:112; Yusof 1958). Thus, it may have been the presence 
of an established government in Brunei that caused the volume of trade
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between China and this country to increase during the Ming dynasty. 
However, this is not to say that some trade could not or did not exist 
prior to the Sultanate or a non-Muslim predecessor. There may have 
been a pre-Sung trade link between China and Brunei that was sporadically 
articulated through local chiefs, although there is very little 
archaeological evidence for this at present.
During the Sung dynasty, Brunei was one of the most important 
sources of high quality camphor for the Chinese market (Hirth &
Rockhill 1911; Wheatley 1959), and this may have been one of the keys 
to its prosperity in the 14th and 15th centuries. Its importance as a 
trading centre in the Malay Archipelago was further increased after the 
downfall of Malacca in 1511, and traders from many parts of Southeast 
Asia now frequented the country (Jack Hinton 1969:12).
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CHAPTER X: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Apart from Kota Batu, Kupang and Lumut are the only sites in 
Brunei that have been excavated so far. Although both are protohistoric 
in date, both contain evidence that can contribute to the reconstruction 
of early Brunei history.
Although the area of excavation at Kupang was fairly small, 
especially when compared to that at Lumut, the evidence that has come to 
light is of considerable importance. The site produced a large amount 
of earthenware pottery which has been especially emphasised by me in 
analysis, since this local pottery has so far received little attention 
in most excavations in Borneo, including Brunei. Therefore, as a 
preliminary step, I classified the Kupang local pottery in detail 
according to fabric, decoration and vessel type. The imported ceramics, 
mainly of Sung type, have not been considered in such detail.
The Lumut site, on the other hand, has been quite extensively 
excavated during two seasons of work in 1968 and 1978. The site is later 
in date than Kupang and the imports are mainly of early Ming date. My 
excavations on the site in 1978 produced the same kind of material that 
was recovered in 1968, with a similar predominance of imported ceramics 
over the local earthenwares. This site appears not to have been a burial 
ground, as suggested earlier by Harrisson and Shariffuddin, but rather a 
ceremonial area where sherds and other objects were deliberately buried 
in the ground.
A few conclusions may be drawn from the features of these two 
sites, which represent two different periods and functional categories. 
Kupang was a habitation site with domestic refuse, and the use of locally 
made pottery was still an important part of its economy. It is also clear 
that by this time many of the imported vessels were being used for 
ordinary domestic purposes, and this must have had some impact on the 
local potting tradition. However, few conclusions can be drawn about
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this until pottery assemblages earlier than Kupang are excavated.
Since Lumut was not a habitation site, the rarity of local 
pottery is perhaps to be expected. Furthermore, during the Ming period 
the import trade in ceramics seems to have intensified, and this may 
have led to a decline in the use of local products, as suggested by 
Barbara Harrisson (1969:48; 1970:163). This decline has continued
to the present day, and none of the tribal peoples living in Brunei 
now make pottery by traditional means.
The Kupang assemblage does seem to represent the earliest 
evidence for trade contact between China and Brunei so far recovered, 
and the evidence for T'ang trade is very slight, and depends purely on 
rather debatable stylistic considerations. The quantity of Sung pottery 
from this site and others in Brunei suggests that the trade was quite 
intensive by this time, and this circumstance could support the view 
that the historical Sultanate was preceded by an antecedent, 
presumably non-Muslim, which could date back to the 12th or 13th 
century. Some degree of centralized organization at this time would 
appear to be a necessity for such large-scale trade to function smoothly 
(see Bellwood and Omar 1978), and sites such as Kupang and Kota Batu may 
have served partly as entrepots through which trade items were channelled 
to the more inland regions of Borneo.
The excavations at Kupang, Lumut and Kota Batu have thrown 
some light on an obscure portion of Brunei's history, and the results 
fit well with the problematical historical references to the locality 
called P'o-ni in Chinese records. The similarities in the local pottery 
from Kupang and Tanjong Kubor also suggest that the coastal Borneo 
communities themselves were in constant contact, and this is an 
observation which would not have been made from historical records alone.
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However, t h e  ex ca v a t io n s  a t  Kupang and Lumut a re  f a r  from 
complete ,  and more work needs to  be done a t  both  s i t e s  in  th e  f u t u r e ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  a t  Kupang. Other  a r e a s  of  Brunei r e q u i r e  more i n t e n s i v e  
e x p l o r a t i o n ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  Tutong and Temburong d i s t r i c t s .  Tutong 
has  many p o t e n t i a l  s i t e s ,  to  judge  from f in d s  c o l l e c t e d  o r  re scued  
t h e r e .  Temburong i s  th e  most n e g l e c t e d  a rea  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l l y ,  and i t  
i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  to  no te  t h a t  c e r t a i n  l o c a l  h i s t o r i a n s  have t r i e d  to  
l o c a t e  t h e  o r i g i n a l  P ' o - n i  i n  t h i s  d i s t r i c t  (Yura Halim and Jami l  Umar 
1908).  We have only  j u s t  begun to  s c r a t c h  th e  s u r f a c e .
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Plate 14. Type VII sherds from Kupang (surface collected pieces).
Plate 15. A complete type II vessel from Kupang (surface find).
Plate 16. Rims from Gedong, Sarawak. Identical to Kupang type I rims.
Plate 17. Rims from Ensika, Sarawak. Identical to Kupang type I rims.
Plate 18. Vessels from Kain Hitam, Niah Caves, Sarawak. Identical
Plate 19.
to Kupang type I vessels.
Double-spouted vessels (Harrisson's type III) from Kain 
Hitam, Niah Caves, Sarawak. Identical to Kupang type V 
vessels.
Plate 20. A vessel from Muara Tebas, Sarawak (surface find).
Plate 21.
Identical to Kupang type I vessels.
A vessel from Tanjong Bang, Sarawak (surface find). 
Identical to Kupang type I vessels.
Plate 22. Some of the small finds from Kupang. Top row, from left: 
base of a bronze cup, lid of a Chinese pot, a small stoneware 
pot; middle row, from left: a stone tool, a cannon ball(?)
lid of a bronze cup; bottom row, from left: lid of a bronze
cup, a wooden tube, a barrel-shaped bead, lid fragment of a 
bronze cup.
125
P l a t e  23.  
P l a t e  24.
P l a t e  25.
P l a t e  26.
P l a t e  27.  
P l a t e  28.  
P l a t e  29.
P l a t e  30.
P l a t e  31.
P l a t e  32.
P l a t e  33.
P l a t e  34. 
P l a t e  35.  
P l a t e  36. 
P l a t e  37. 
P l a t e  38.
The complete Chinese (C h ' in g )  co ins  from Kupang.
One of  th e  Ch ' ing  co ins  recovered  a t  Kupang, showing 
c h a r a c t e r s  on i t s  o b v e r s e .  P robab le  d a t e :  A.D. 1736-1795,
Emperor Kao Tsung; r e i g n :  Chien Lung. Diameter:  2 . 4  cms.
A complete s toneware pot  of  Chinese  o r i g i n ,  an example of 
Temmoku ty p e .  Glaze pee led  o f f ,  bu t  a t  some spo ts  brown- 
b la c k  g l a z e  i s  s t i l l  v i s i b l e .  H e igh t :  3 .7  cms; body
d ia m e te r :  5 .8  cms.
Sherds of  Yueh-type bowls recove red  a t  Kupang. F l o r a l  and 
comb-inc ised  l i n e s  under  t h e  g la z e  can be seen on t h e  
i n t e r i o r s .
A base of  a Yueh-type bowl from Kupang showing comb-inc ised  
l i n e s  under  th e  g la z e  on t h e  e x t e r i o r .
Fragments of  Yueh-type bowls c o l l e c t e d  a t  Tanjong Batu,  Muara, 
Brunei .  T he i r  d e c o r a t i o n s  a re  s i m i l a r  t o  those  in  P l a t e  26.  
Fragments of  Yueh-type bowls c o l l e c t e d  a t  Tanjong Batu,  Muara, 
Brunei ,  showing comb-inc ised  l i n e s  under  the  g l a z e  on th e  
e x t e r i o r s .
A fragment of  Lung-Ch üan celadon  (Sung p e r io d )  from Kupang; 
g l a z e :  o l i v e  g reen .
A fragment of  d eco ra ted  celadon (p ro b a b ly  Sung p e r io d )  from 
Kupang; g l a z e :  o l i v e  g reen .
Sherds of  Temmoku ty p e  bowls (Sung p e r i o d )  from Kupang. The 
g la z e  i s  b lack-brown.
A fragment of  Tz 'u  Chou ware (Sung p e r i o d )  from Kupang.
I n c i s e d  f l o r a l  d e s ig n s  p a i n t e d  i n  b la c k  on a l i g h t  body.
Locus A, Sungai Lumut.
Locus B, Sungai Lumut.
Type I r ims from Sungai Lumut.
Type I I I  ( s p o u t )  and IV ( lug  of  a j a r )  she rds  from Sungai Lumut. 
An a lmos t  complete ea r thenw are  pot  c o l l e c t e d  a t  Sungai Lumut 
i n  1968; p robab ly  r e l a t e d  to  Kupang pad d le - im p re ssed  wares .
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P l a t e  39.
P l a t e  40.  
P l a t e  41.
P l a t e  42.
P l a t e  43. 
P l a t e  44.
P l a t e  45.
Small f in d s  from Locus A, Sungai Lumut; l e f t :  a p a r a n g ;
middle :  a s pea r  head;  r i g h t :  an adze .  All a re  made from
i r o n .
Beads from Sungai Lumut.
Small f in d s  from Sungai Lumut. Top row, a l l  bronze o b j e c t s ;  
from l e f t ,  a p a r t  o f  q u l i n q t a n q a n , b a n g le ,  f i n g e r - r i n g s ,  an 
e a r - r i n g ;  bottom row, a l l  g l a s s  b a n g l e s .
Fragments of  Chinese  b lu e -a n d -w h i te  wares (Ming p e r io d )  
from Sungai Lumut.
Fragments of  Siamese (S u k o th a i )  bowls from Sungai Lumut.
A sherd  of  a dragon j a r  of  Ming d a t e  from Sungai Lumut.
The dragon i s  moulded w i th  i t s  s c a l e s  be ing  i n c i s e d ;  dark 
brown-grey in  c o l o u r .
J a r s  w i th  p e r f o r a t e d  bases  from Sungai Lumut. (From t h e  1968 
s u r f a c e  f i n d s ) .
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